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Events in China have dominated much of 
the news over the last month, and in their 
wake have come the predictably asinine 
comments from our politicians and mass 
media to which we are now thoroughly 
accustomed. The British public, as usual, is 


not permitted to view these developments in a 
far off foreign country except in an atmos- 


phere of orchestrated hysteria. 

How then should we look at what is happen- 
iing on the Chinese front? What sense can we 
make of the turmoil that is now gripping the 
world’s most populous country? | 

To view the Chinese situation in proper 
perspective, we must first understand four 
things:- 

(1) The trouble in China cannot be understood 
if it is seen merely as a matter of communists 
on one side and anti-communists on the other. 
For some years in China, as in Russia, the 
overning powers have been moving away 
rom marxist communism and towards a kind 
of national socialism. The student dissidents 
demonstrating against the Government, on 
the_other hand, were frequently to be heard 
singing the Internationale. 
struggle between ‘anti-democratic’ and 
‘democratic’ elements. It is frequently a 
practice of those who do not possess power, 
and who are rebelling against those who do 
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ssess power, to claim that their rebellion is 
eing conducted in the name of ‘democracy’ 
and ‘freedom’. Of course they want more 
democracy and freedom — for themselves! 
Such things are essential to them in their war 
against established authority. Whether they 
themselves, if they were to take over the 
power of the state and assume that authority, 
would grant democracy and freedom to those 
opposed to them is entirely another matter. 
We may therefore dispense with these 
expressions as being mere catchwords in the 
Peppar war. What, in effect, is happening 
in China, as in so many other places, is that 
somebody has power and somebody else is 
trying to take that power away from them. As 
is customary, the faction that does not have the 
power feels obliged to demand ‘democracy’ 


` and ‘freedom’. Democracy and freedom in 
such a context mean more latitude given to 


them to undermine the authority they wish to 
challenge and overthrow. 

(3) China is not part of the West and therefore 
not within the ambit of western civilisation and 
culture. Therefore it is quite wrong to judge 
what is now happening there by the yardstick 
of western standards of ‘morality’ or 
‘decency’. If the methods presently being used 
by the Chinese Government to deal with its 
PIEN seem unduly harsh and brutal, this 
should not be the occasion for any moral 
outrage on our part. The methods concerned 
are deeply rooted in the culture and psych- 
ology of the Orient, and entirely -i 
Europeans’ comprehension. Much the same of 
course may be said for the treatment of British 
and other POWs by the Japanese in World 
War II — although this is not to dispute the 
suffering of the victims involved. 

(4) The conflict in China is a Chinese domestic 
affair and the business of China alone — 
although it is more than possible that certain 
external agencies have a finger in it and wish to 
exploit it for their own purposes. Britain’s 
correct response to that conflict therefore 
should be to stand aloof from it and not deliver 
pompous lectures to the Chinese Government 
as to how it should be handled. By this same 
token, whatever happens in China is not 
Britain’s responsibility, and not therefore an 
affair out of which Britain or any other outside 
nation should be obliged to pick up the pieces. 
We shall return to this point later, for it has 
vital importance. 


No-one with a particle of decency in them 
would rejoice in any event which resulted in 


the deaths of many thousands of people — 
particularly when the majority of those people 
are innocents caught up in developments 
which they only vaguely understand and in 
which they are simply manipulated by others. 

But at the end of the day, when all the froth 
delivered against the Chinese Government 
has evaporated, the question must be asked: 
just what else, in the circumstances, was it 
supposed to do but order the army to use 
whatever force was necessary to disperse the 
mob that had assembled in Tiananmen 


Square, Peking, and restore order? 
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TANK AND TROOPS IN PEKING 
Just whom was the Chinese Government 
supposed to send for — Dixon of Dock Green? 


Here we had an act of massive civil 
disobedience — indeed massive on a scale 
quite outside the experience of Britain or 
almost any other western country in modern 
times. A crowd of some hundreds of thousands 
had occupied a key Cee place in the nation’s 
capital, clearly with no other intent but to 
make the continued government of the nation 
impossible. Whatever the harmless intentions 
of a great number of the participants in that 
crowd, the crowd as a IE had to be judged 
by the actions of its leaders and prime 
motivators, to whom it responded, and whose 
intentions could not be described as anything 
other than subversive. 

It is neither here nor there to state that those 
playing this subversive role may have had right 
on their side and that the Government against 
which they were rebelling may have been 
incomptent and/or corrupt. This could all very 
well be true, but it is not the principal point at 
issue. 

The principal point at issue is that any 
1 E ruling power — whether good or 
bad, right or wrong — is going to be 
determined in its actions by what it sees as its 
duty to govern, and that involves refusing to © 


_ tolerate any public manifestation, large or 
' small, that represents a direct and wilful 


challenge to its authority. | 
Such a government, if it is wise, will employ 
to the point of exhaustion every possible 
device for diffusing such a situation by 
peaceful means. But when that point of 
exhaustion has been reached, and violence 


: and bloodshed represent the only remaining 
` option for the restoration of order and the 


reaffirmation of authority, no government 

worthy of being called a government will shirk 

that option. For the alternative is abdication. 
We should be reminded that the student 


‘mob ocupied Tiananmen Square for a period 


of some seven weeks. During this time every 


‘ effort was made to get them to disperse by 


means of peaceful persuasion. After this had 


failed, troops were sent in unarmed and in! 

wholly inadequate numbers. This gesture was 

just laughed at, and the mob remained in 

en What then were the authorities to 
o? 

Any normal kind of police action, of the 
nature to which we are accustomed in Britain 
when dealing with football mobs or 
Stonehenge hippies, was ruled out by the sheer 
size of the crowd in Peking and the quite clear 
demonstration of its intent not to be moved by 
any such methods. 

The Government of China therefore had the 
alternatives either of sending in the troops and 
tanks, with orders to fire if necessary, or 
capitulating. 

tterly true to form, politicians and media 
in the West reacted with horor and indignation 
when the Chinese Government decided not to 
capitulate. 

or politicians and media in the West are, 
almost to a man, governed by the psychology 
and ethics of liberalism. And the liberal 
response to any such situation involving a 
massive threat to public order is always to 
capitulate. Liberals know no other instinct. 

And it is here that events in China have an 
immense significance for us in Britain, and 
also probably the entire West. The 
significance does not lie in the events 
themselves — for they, as has been said, are 
China’s business — but in our own politicians’ 
and opinion formers’ reactions to them. For 
those politicians and opinion-formers reveal, in 
those reactions, exactly what they themselves 
would do when faced with a similar situation: 
they would favour capitulating rather than 
using all necessary force to restore order. 

Something in the way of dress rehearsals for 
just such a situation were seen in the racial 
disturbances that racked many British towns 
and cities earlier in this decade, as well as the 
setting up, during the seventies, of ‘no-go’ 
areas by republican elements in Northern 
Ireland. In each case the British Government 
reacted with pathetic timidity and at least 
partial abdication of authority. Although 
order was eventually restored, this did not 
happen with the promptness and thoroughness 
that the nation was entitled to expect in the 
circumstances. The Northern Irish ‘no-go’ 
areas were allowed to exist for several weeks, 
during which the gunmen ruled, before 
security forces were eventually sent in under 
pressure of public indignation. With the racial 
troubles in places like Brixton, Handsworth 
and Tottenham, police were deployed in force 
that was ‘too little and too late’. Batons*and 
riot shields were used when guns were in fact 
called for. The result was hours of terror for 
innocent and law-abiding people, appalling 
injuries to many policemen and the death of 
one of them, PC Blakelock, in the most 
barbaric of circumstances. 

British Government demonstrated, in its 
responses to these disorders, what its reponse 
would almost certainly be to a much larger 
disorder of the kind that occurred in Peking. 

This is not to say that every single aspect of 
the actions of the Chinese army in Peking in 
restoring order, or in the numerous arrests 
taking place in consequence of the trouble, 
were entirely in accordance with what we 
would do, or should do, if a similar situation 
arose here. We must repeat: China is not the 
West, and the thought processes and active 
responses of its authorities.are not the same as 
ours. We should not judge them by our 
standards. 

Nevertheless, in the overall operation that 
was deemed required to restore the Govern- 
ment’s authority in China, it is difficult to see 
what alternative was available if capitulation 
was not to be the policy adopted. 

It cannot be emphasised strongly enough: 


this isue has nothing to do with whether one 
favours communism or opposes communism, 
whether the Chinese Government is 
communist or non-communist; it is solely an 
issue that concerns attitudes to public disorder 
and anarchy. 

Whatever the events in China have told us 
about China, they have told us much more that 
is of importance concerning our own leaders of 

litics and public opinion. And what they 

ave told us is alarming, to say the least. They 
have told us that we are ruled by people who 
do not appear to have the slightest idea of what 
government is about and of what the 
responsibilities of government are. It is a 
sobering thought, but of course not one that 
will give the readers of this magazine any 
surprise. 


Softening us up for invasion 


The hysterics that have accompanied 
China’s internal troubles, notwithstanding all 
that has been said, must be seen as something 
much more than just the uncontrolled ravings 
of the liberal ‘righteous-indignation’ industry. 
The manner in which the whole chorus has 
been conducted makes this apparent. 

Immediately the media had instilled into the 
consciousness of the British public the idea 
that the Chinese Government had embarked 
on a policy of ‘repression’ against its 
dissidents, it was noticeable how the focus of 
attention then switched to the question of 
Hong Kong, due under treaty to revert to 
Chinese sovereignty in 1997. What was Britain 
to do about the millions of Hong Kong 
Chinese who did not like the prospect of 


coming under red Chinese rule? Did we not 


have a moral obligation to them? And, 
presuming acceptance that this was so, should 
we not make clear to them that the way was 
open for them to enter Britain if they wished? 

ose of us who were around in 1972, when Idi 
Amin kicked the Asians out of Uganda, had 
the immediate feeling that we had heard all 
this before! 

The ‘moral obligation’ argument is of course 
utter nonsense. Britain had no choice but to 
paes to honour the treaty with China whereby 

ong Kong pe the latter country in 1997. 
Quite apart from the terms of the treaty, which 
were endorsed by the British Government of 
91 years ago, the only effective way that we 
could repudiate it and keep Hong Kong under 
British sovereignty would be to send a task 
force two-thirds of the way around the world 
to take on an army of over 3 million men! As 
for the ae oleate that this makes us morally 
responsble for the fate of the Chinese now 
living in Hong Kong, such. a proposition 
belongs to surrealistic fantasy. By the same 
token, we would be responsible for the fate of 
every one of the billion-plus subjects of those 
countries formally belonging to the British 
Empire by reason of the numerous treaties 
signed in previous centuries to that effect and 
the subsequent treaties by which they became 
independent. 

rs. Thatcher, with one ear to the 
screechings of the media and the other to the 
groundswell of grass-roots public opinion, has 
struck a typical compromise. To appease the 
latter, she has said that Britain cannot possibly 
extend an open door to the 31⁄2 million or so 
Hong Kong citizens who have British 
passports and therefore the theoretical right to 
settle here; to mollify the former, she has 
announced that our existing laws restricting 
right of abode to overseas nations would be 
subject to some ‘flexibility’ of interpretation. 

he first declaration has been treated by 
much of the press and parliamentary 
Opposition as ‘racist? — which of course 


contributes to the illusion maintained by 
Maggie’s Tory followers that she is making a 
firm stand against the ‘swamping’ of Britain. 
This conveniently overlooks the fact that the 
Premier has indeed conceded that up to a 
quarter of a million Hong Kong Chinese may 
eventually have to be accommodated in this 
country. When a British Government gives a 
figure like that and in that context, we can 
immediately double it to get an idea of the 
actual number the Government has in mind. 
We thereby get a probable half-million 
Chinese whom the powers-that-be contem- 
plate eventually letting in. 

Where will the others go? Needless to say, 
they will go to the countries of Western 
Europe, to the USA, to Canada, to Australia 
and to New Zealand. Very few, if any, will go 
to Japan, South Korea, Singapore, Taiwan or 
any other of the numerous non-communist 
Asian countries where, presumably, they 
ought to feel far more at home because of far 
lesser racial and cultural differences. Neither 
will they go to Africa or Latin America, where 
there is much more ample room for them than 
here or in Europe and where, what with their 
claimed industrial and commercial expertise, 
they would supposedly benefit the run-down 
local economies. 

All of which leads to the conclusion that 
there seems to be something almost 
preordained in this constant movement of 
population from the non-white world to the 
white world. It has been happening, with such 
uniformity and regularity, ever since the 1950s 
that to attribute it to anything other than some 
ee and esoteric design would be to stretch 

uman credulity beyond all reasonable limits. 
fee Ivor Benson has commented in Behind the 
ews:- 


“The continued importation of alien 
population elements into Europe and North 
America can now be clearly recognised as a 
gigantic, well-planned and costly py 
auen, much of it routed through East 
ermany, the main staging post for bogus 
refugees flown in Soviet airliners from the Far 
East and elsewhere; from East Germany they 
are pushed out in busloads into West 
Germany, Denmark, Holland and Switzer- 
land, and in boatloads across the Baltic into 
Sweden and Norway, to be further distributed 
by all kinds of illegal means into Britain and 
across the Atlantic to Canada and the United 
States of America. Anyone who believes that 
all this could be the result of an exercise in 
personal initiative by the migrants, and all 
that at their own expense, would have to be 
naive to the point of weak-mindedness.” 


People with really nastily suspicious minds 
(Pugh as those who claim that conspiratorial 
orces are at work in the modern world) might 
even imagine that the recent trouble in China 
had been contrived with a view, among other 
things, to this very effect of raising temper- 
atures everywhere in a paroxysm of horror 
against the Peking regime, so as to supply a 
retext for the massed importation of Hong 
ong Chinese into Britain and other white 
countries, in keeping with a policy of 
organised race-mixing to which certain powers 
have been dedicated since the end of World 
War II. 

But, whatever the grounds for such a 
supposition, one thing remains abundantly 
clear to us. This is that the only moral 
obligation the British Government has is to 
the indigenous British people of the United 
Kingdom, their offspring and descendants. 
This obligation imposes upon us the duty to 
understand that there can be no gain 
whatsoever to Britain, but only the creation of 
appalling social, economic, cultural, environ- 
mental and political problems additional to 
those that already exist, in the importation of 
however many hundreds of thousands of 
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WHAT WE THINK 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


Chinese the Government now plans to take. 

It is therefore right for us to say No to the 
Hong Kong Chinese — just as we should have 
said No to the Uganda Asians, No to the 
hordes from India, Pakistan and Bangladesh 
and No to the flood from the West Indies and 
Africa during ee 40 years in which these 
races have been flocking here: 


Is communism collapsing? 


Turmoil in China; disillusionment in Russia; 
abandonment in Hungary; rejection at the 
polls in Poland. Do all these developments 
mean that communism is now on its last legs 
and is collapsing through its own internal 
rottenness? Most of the mass media would 
have it so, and from this those same media 
have been joyously deducing that all this 
process represents some kind of ‘triumph’ for 
western liberal democracy — as the system 
that has proved itself the superior, because the 
longer lasting, in the battle of ideologies. In 
fact, things are far from being as simple as this. 

That communism is internally rotten and 
cannot work is a fact beyond question. What is 
also probably true is that communism is 
effectively finished in the form in which it has 
existed for much of the past 70 years. We must, 
however, understand what it is about 
communism that is rotten and what it is in it 
that is causing it to wither away and 
disintegrate in its traditional form. From this 
we may come to understand that, while 
communism as a method for the organisation 
of society and the economy is discredited and 


clapped out, the mentality that has produced | 


communism is very much alive and strong, and 
will in due course produce alternative 
doctrines and systems equally pernicious and 
dangerous — indeed has done so already. 

So what actually is communism? Ask the 
man in the street and you will probably get an 
answer which will betray the woeful ignorance 
of the masses concerning this malignant 
growth. 

The man in the street will probably say that 


communism is a system of tyrannical dictator- ` 


ship that suppresses individual freedom and 
which oops ail a country’s wealth and 
resources of production and exchange under 
the ownership and control of the state. That is 
about all the man in the street will have to say 
about communism. 

A much more enlightened definition of 
communism is the one given by the American 
writer Lothrop Stoddard in his masterly book 
The Revolt Against Civilisation, in which he 
said that communism represented the mutiny 
of the biologically inferior peoples of the world 
against their natural superiors. 

There is no doubt from a reading of 
Stoddard’s book that he was referring 
- principally to what he saw as the vastly 
differing aptitudes of the different races. Here 
we are prevented from expounding explicitly 
on this theme by the provisions of current 
British law, which make it a punishable 
offence to say publicly that one race is better 
than another. However, it is also clear that 
Stoddard was speaking, additionally, of differ- 
ences between the higher and lower stocks 
within races, and of the fact that communism 
represented a movement aiming to mobilise 
the latter in a massed revolt against the former 
— on the grounds of the supposed ‘injustices’ 
whereby one enjoyed wealth and rank and the 
other did not. | 

Under communism, a doctrine took root 
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which said that there were no innate differ- 
ences in aptitude between the different 
sections of mankind, whether defined in terms 
of races or of family stocks within the same 
race, and that what differences of wealth and 
rank existed were due to economic, educat- 
ional and sociological factors which created 
unequal opportunities. Sweep these factors 
away, and all would achieve equally! 

From this supposition, a programme which 
attempted to remove the institutions and 
practices which were believed to have led to 
one section of mankind being ‘above’ another 
section of mankind. Private ownership of 
property, resources and business was to be 
abolished. All was to belong to everybody. All 
were to have the same education. ‘Classes’ 
within society were to cease to exist. On the 
international level, those nations that had 
created wealth were to share their wealth with 
those that had not. There was to be a ‘world 
order’, under which it would be arranged that 
the world’s wealth would be redistributed so as 
to achieve eventual ‘equality’. 

Another fantasy pursued by communists 
was that nationalism represented an unnatural 
division of the world’s races, which should in 
fact be one. Communism, it was believed, 
would do away with separate races and nations 
and unite mankind into a single community. 
“Workers of the world, etc...” 

So where are we with all this today? What 
has happened today is simply that the system 
for the communalisation of property, wealth 
and economic enterprise has been proved, by 
abundant experimentation, not to work. 
Likewise has the procedure for bracketing 
together all sections of the population into a 
single class of ‘workers’, without allowing for 
extensive differences of intelligence, ability, 
character and initiative between them. It has 
been proved that the individual, when not 
spurred on by the incentive of greater rewards 
for himself, whether these be in profits or 
simply higher wages than his fellows, will not 
periorm at his best but will submit work that is 
slovenly and inefficient.. 

As a result of being geared to concepts of 
economic and social organisation that will not 
work, the communist countries are in trouble. 
Their economies are at a low-grade level of 
performance, and this is being felt in the way 
of shortages everywhere, while the goods that 
are available are of shoddy quality. 

Hardly surprisingly, the people inhabiting 
communist countries are sick of these failures 
and demand change. Probably this desire for 
change was felt a long time ago, but only 
recently have people found the courage to 
speak out about it openly. 

But does all this mean that communism is 
finished? In fact, it means only that certain 
specific practices employed under communism 
are, to all intents and purposes, finished — 
most particularly the failed economic 
practices, which will no doubt be replaced by 
alternative practices which will give more 
scope to private and personal initiative and 
more encouragement to hard work and high- 
quality performance. 

But it does not mean that the mentality that 
has produced communism is no longer with us. 
It does not mean that the powers that created 
communism are no oneer with us. Both are 
ven much alive and well today. 

e should never allow ourselves to forget 
what were the actual origins of communism. 
Communism was brought into being, not as a 
socio-economic doctrine intented, albeit 
mistakenly, to benefit mankind; communism 
was brought into being essentially as an 
instrument for the achievement of political 
power — to be precise, for the destruction of 
the traditional power structures of the 
countries of the world, 


which were 


national, and their 


fundamentally 
replacement by alternative power structures, 
which would be fundamentally international 


indeed eventually by one single 
international power structure under which 
nations would disappear. 

We are reminded again about Stoddard’s 
concept of communism being the mutiny of the 
inferior against the superior. But this 
definition on its own could be misleading; for 
those legions of the inferior to which Stoddard 
referred could never themselves have 
conceived such a movement; it required higher 
brains to do so. To those higher brains; the 
legions of the inferior were mere cannon 
fodder to be utilised in the usurping of power. 

The socio-economic programme that we 
know as communism served a particular 
purpose at a particular time: it served as a 
convenient ‘Devil’s Brew’ with which to 
appeal to those masses of the inferior that 
required mobilisation. That programme was, 
as far as the true wirepullers of communism 
were concerned, always expendable. 

What has now happened is that the expend- 
ability of the socio-economic programme of 


communism has been amply demonstrated by 


its universal failure; everywhere where it has 
been tried it has been found wanting and is 
being discarded. 

But the socio-economic programme of 
communism was never an end in itself; it was 
always no more than a means to an end. The 
end was power. Because the programme has 
been discarded, it does not mean that the 
caucus of power that created it has gone away. 

The American ex-communist Bella Dodd 
hit the nail on the head when she said, years 
after she had ‘rumbled’ the communists and 
left them: “I think the communist conspiracy is 
merely a branch of a much bigger conspiracy.” 

That much bigger conspiracy is not only still 
in existence, it has tightened its power over the 
world more than ever before. 

Communism, from the start, was promoted 
by western capital, set up by western capital, 
subsidised by western capital and defended by 
western capital when it was under threat of 
extinction. It is the nexus between western 
capital, operating from above, and the 
rebellion of the inferior, operating from 
below, that constitutes the real menace to 
civilisation. _ | br 

What has happened now is that western 
capital’s Soviet creation has become wholly 
discredited by its failure and has therefore 
become an expendable commodity. This does 
not mean that the revolt of the inferior, aided 
by western capital, has ceased; it means only 
that that revolt of the inferior will take — 
indeed is taking — new forms that will, at least 


in their externals, be different from 
communism. : 
Although the specific socio-economic’ 


programme of communism is being discarded 
in one country after another, most of the 
essential features of the worldwide revolution 
that was communism remain. The drive 
towards internationalism remains, as does the 
equally determined drive to eliminate the 
barriers of race which, if finally destroyed, 
would destroy with them the white race that 
built our civilisation. 

Also continuing is the drive to redistribute 
the world’s wealth by taking away from the 
productive nations and giving to the unprod- 
uctive — like communism, legalised theft. 

_ And, be it noted, these trends are being 
pursued as much in the capitalist West as 
anywhere else. 

e can see at work the same mentality as 
that giving rise to communism when we hear 
the burning, looting and violence of inner-city 
mobs in Britain and the USA excused on 
grounds of ‘deprivation’ and ‘lack of opport- 


unity’ in the economic, educational and social 
spheres. . 
= <Our western ‘intelligentsia’ is still 
thoroughly bolshevısed. It still produces that 
sick, rootless, cosmopolitan culture that was 
the foundation stone of bolshevism. 

The disillusionment with communism now 
being felt throughout the countries of the 
eastern bloc does not therefore represent any 
kind of ‘victory’ for the West or for western 
values — not against the background of the 
‘West’s constant nurturing of communism 
throughout the 20th century. | 

Liberal democracy and communism have 
always been twin products of the same mental 
disorder. The mental disorder is still with us. 
Therefore the threat inherent in communism 
still remains. In the times to come it will be 
marching under different banners and 
employing different weapons of destruction. 
We therefore have no more cause than in the 
past to sleep comfortably in our beds; the 
enemy is still at the door! — 


Has the wheel turned 


full circle? 


As has been stated, what we know as Soviet 
communism was hatched in the West and has 
always been a western creation. The Russian 
Revolution in 1917 was financed by western 
money, mainly the money of Jewish inter- 
national finance, based in New York. 

Likewise, the West played an important 
part in the setting up of Red China (for details, 
see The Naked Capitalist, by W. Cleon 
Skousen). 

These communist regimes, and other 
smaller ones, were established by the western 


moneyed ‘liberal’ establishment with the 


intention that they would always serve as the 


‘eastern arms of the western money power. 


But what has been happening, over several 
decades, is that these communist regimes have 
been gradually changing. Bit by bit, as has also 
been stated, they have been evolving away 
from marxism, and in the process slipping out 
of the orbit of the western money power that 
created them. 


Stalin began the process in Russia. He was a 


bloodthirsty tyrant with few redeeming 
features. But he did seek to institute a kind of 
Russian, national communism — as opposed 
to the internationalist communism intended 
by the western backers of the 1917 Revolution. 
Ever since Stalin, Russia has not performed 
entirely to the satisfaction of the money 
powers of the West. 

Likewise, China has also been gradually 
evolving away from the type of communism 
envisaged by those in the West who helped to 
set up Mao Tse Tung in 1949. 

It is the guess of this magazine — and, we 
emphasise, only a guess — that the money 
power which controls the West has for some 
time been profoundly dissatisfied with 
developments within the communist bloc and 


has been seeking to encourage the overthrow | 
of the long-existing communist regimes and 
their replacement by new types of commun- 


ists, more amenable to western plans. 

This could explain the fact that ‘dissident’ 
movements, within both Russia and China, 
have had the enthusiastic support of the 
western press and other media. 

For the fact is that these dissident 
movements represent the left of the political 
spectrum within the communist bloc, whereas 


communist governments have been moving, 


gradually and almost imperceptibly, to the 


right. 2h a 

Western money has always been aligned 
with the political left, rather than the political 
right. Hence the hostility of western money, 
and the western mass media, to the ‘old guard’ 
of communist leadership, and its support of 
those seeking to challenge that old guard. 

For the old guard, with their many faults, 
have been evolving away from marxist inter- 
nationalism and towards a conservative (small 
‘c’) nationalism. In addition, they stand for 
order — as opposed to chaos. 

Western money, on the other hand, wants 
chaos in the communist countries — for out of 
chaos western money hopes to profit by 
installing new leadership that will set the 
communist world back to the ideology on 
which the Russian Revolution was founded. 

This could have something to do with the 
fact that, as stated, the Internationale was 
being sung by the Chinese student demons- 
trators. Could it be that they are the real 
communists, while the Chinese Government 
has got to the point where it is only communist 
in name? 

These are, we underline, just speculations 
and theories. We do not yet have enough solid 
evidence to state them as certainties. 

But of one thing we can be certain: the 
greatest mistake we can make in trying to 
assess what is now going on in the eastern bloc 
countries is to rely on information and 
comment in our capitalist-controlled news 
media. For that information and comment will 
probably be based on deliberately false 
reporting and false interpretation of what is 
actually happening. 


THE CHANGING ROLE OF 


THE PUBLIC MEETING 


In new times, says JOHN TYNDALL, political activities 
have to be subject to new evaluations 


FOLLOWING the BNP rally in Leicester 
‘on April 22nd, my postbag contained one 
or two irate letters from party supporters 
who had attended that event, only to be 
frustrated by some of the conditions 
surrounding it, these conditions somewhat 
spoiling the day as they had envisaged it. It 
was necessary for me, in reply to these 
writers, to point out that the circumstances 
prevailing at public meetings today are 
wholly different from those of the past. 
Where such meetings are concerned, we 
are in an entirely new ‘ball game’, and we 
‘must adapt ourselves accordingly, aiming 
to derive from them benefits of a kind in 
many ways different from those expected 
by political organisations holding public 
meetings in the 1930s, 1920s or before. 

In the years preceding World War II, 
the public meeting constituted the major 
weapon of political persuasion — at least 


with that portion of the people disposed to 


join political parties and work for them 
actively. For a number of decades, the 


mass-circulation newspaper had been 
established, and it is possible that the 
influence of the daily press had a greater 
effect in determining voting habits at 
elections than the live impact of a speaker 
at a public rally; but in the case of those 
strongly committed to politics, and whose 
involvement went much further than the 
mere writing of a cross on a ballot paper 
every five years or so, it required, almost 
invariably, a process of ‘conversion’ by a 
political speech to solidify that commit- 
ment. Articles read in newspapers may 
also have helped, but they would not on 
their own have been enough. | 

It was an age before television, and with 
more time therefore to be filled in the 
evenings and weekends many people were 
disposed to seek their interests, amuse- 
ments and diversions outside the home. In 
addition to this, the pressure of material 
hardship upon millions of folk was such as 
to develop in them a much greater sense of 
urgency concerning public affairs. These 


factors combined to make the publi¢ 
political meeting a focus of much greater 
interest than in our times. A political party 
had only to announce that it was to hold a 
public rally in a particular town, and it was 

almost assured a substantial audience. 
Today, with these factors no longer 
present, it is fair to say that the ‘golden 
age’ of the great public meeting has passed 
— probably never to return in quite the 
Same way as in years gone by. I believe 
that the public meeting will make some 
kind of come-back, so that greater interest 
will be shown in it than in the 1980s; but it 
is unrealistic to expect that it will ever 
again enjoy the supremacy that it enjoyed 
aS a weapon of persuasion before the 
advent of TV. Indeed, the most probable 
means by which the impact of a public 
meeting will in the future make itself felt 
on public opinion will be through its being 
broadcast on TV — or, alternatively, 
being seen in people’s drawing rooms by 
Contd. overleaf 
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THE CHANGING ROLE OF 


THE PUBLIC MEETING 
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video-film. 

Right now, we stand in a kind of ‘inter- 
regnum’. The heyday of the great public 
meeting is behind us, while its partial 
resurgence is yet to come. It is in this 
situation that we must carefully assess our 
approach to this political medium. How 
much of our campaigning resources 
should we invest in it? How should we 
Stage and promote those meetings we do 
hold? What are the benefits we expect to 
obtain from such meetings? 

To a great extent, these answers are 
dependent on the development of our 
recources as a party. Quite obviously, the 
greater these resources are, the greater 
will be our ability to advertise our public 
meetings and attract ordinary members of 
the public to them. And in addition to 
whatever advertising we can ourselves 
manage, it is also true that the larger and 
stronger we become, the more of a talking 
point we become through greater media 
publicity, and the greater correspond- 
ingly, will be the public interest shown in 
us. 


GAINS FROM MEETINGS 


My approach to such events, however, 


must be conditioned by the de facto. 


circumstances of the present, which are 
that our existing resources of advertising 
are very small; the degree of public 
interest in us is at the moment limited, 
although undoubtedly growing; therefore 
the numbers of ordinary members of the 


LEICESTER: THE FACE OF THE OPPOSITION 


public likely to attend our meetings are 
not likely themselves to be great. To get 
the maximum benefit out of such 
meetings, additional gains must be in the 
offing. So what are those gains? 

As I see it, there are two main ones at 
the moment. i 

One is that there is always a possibility 
— and, I must stress, only a possibility — 
that the meeting will be reported in the 


local press and on local radio (TV is 


unlikely). This will of course depend on 
the nature and attitude of those who 
control these media in the locality 
concerned. We can assume straightaway 
that such controllers will be antagonistic 
to our politics (if they were not, they 
would not have been appointed to their 
jobs in the first place). Nevertheless, in 
some cases they are people who will feel 
called upon to demonstrate their belief in 
honest, factual and across-the-board 
reporting, and therefore will at least 


publicise the fact that our meeting took 


place and (perhaps) some of the things 
said by the speakers from the platform. 


In these cases, for maybe half a dozen to’ 


a dozen people from the general public 
who will actually attend the meeting there 
will be several thousands who will read 
about it in the local paper the following 
day or later in the week. If, additionally, 
the event is given coverage on radio, this 
benefit will be that much the greater. 
Therefore, the question of what 
reporting a public meeting receives from 


the local news media is of much greater 


importance than that of the number of 
people from the general public who 
actually attend the meeting. Likewise, 
the number of those whose interest in, and 


This rabble raised the temperature of the meeting and generated publicity 
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‘sympathy for, the party is aroused by their 


reading a report of a meeting in their 
newspaper or hearing the same on radio is 
far more important than the number in 
whom similar feelings are aroused by their 
actually being present at the meeting and 
hearing the speeches. 

Of course, the person who is actually 
present, who experiences the full impact 
of the meeting and hears the whole of the 
speeches — instead of just learning about 
short extracts of them second hand — is, 
on average, more likely to be ‘won over’. 
In addition, that person, by the very fact 
of taking the trouble to come to the 
meeting, is likely to be someone more 
highly motivated politically than the 
average reader of a newspaper report — 
this enhancing the probability that he or 
she will ‘join up’. | 

But such is the disparity of numbers 
between these two categories that the 
impact of local media publicity will always 
be much more important than the impact 
of the meeting on those who attend. This 
certainly applies, at least, to present - 
times. 

The second vital gain to us arising out of 
a good public meeting is that it does us 
good internally. A good-sized attendance 
and a high quality of speeches — to which 
we must add other various staged effects, 
such as decor, music, audience response, 
atmosphere, etc. — all help to lift morale 
among our already existing members and 
supporters. To any army, morale is of 
immense importance. All happenings that 
raise morale are good, while all that lower 
it are bad. 

Concomitant with this second factor is 
that a highly successful public rally is likely 
to have repercussions beyond the circle of 
those who have actually attended it. It will 
reported, certainly, in our publications, if 
not by the press itself. Sympathisers with 
our cause all over the country will read 
about it or hear about it from their friends 
or acquaintances. If they are in touch with 
our members, though not actually 
members themselves, they may be more 
strongly induced to become members — 
or at least to attend the next meeting! 
Some of those who have lapsed member- 
ship may renew. Some of those who have 
remained members but let their 
enthusiasm and commitment go a bit ‘off 
the boil’ may, experience an uplift in- 
enthusiasm and commitment, and do 
more. EEIT: 

It is for this reason that it is vitally 
important that all our members try as hard 
as possible to attend these meetings — 
even if they have heard what is to be said 
100 times before! Their presence will 
enhance the impression of numbers and 
strength, which will in turn enhance the 
atmosphere of the meeting. A large crowd 
always generates a much more electric 


Contd. on next page 


atmosphere than a small crowd. The same 


speech, delivered with exactly the same 
quality of oratory, will have many times 
the effect before a crowd of hundreds than 
before one of a mere 20 or 30. Correspon- 
dingly, a meeting is much more likely to 
receive prominent reporting if the 
audience is large than if it is small. 


OPPOSITION 


If our meeting is a fully fledged public 
meeting, well announced locally, it is 
usual for it to attract a noisy body of left- 
wing opposition. 

We can react to this in a negative way or 
a positive way. We can treat the 
opposition as an annoyance, interfering 
with the smooth conduct of the meeting 
_and causing us the revulsion we invariably 
feel when our eyes rest on the kind of 
dirty, unruly and foul-mouthed rabble 
that normally turns up. We can also 
experience some irritation when the 
rabble makes a row that at times drowns 
the voices of our speakers. 

Alternatively, we can turn the presence 
of this opposition to our own advantage, 
taking heart from the fact that it will 
probably raise the temperature of the 
meeting several degrees, and thus make it 
more exciting, and from the likelihood 
that it will increase the prospects of the 
meeting being reported by the local 
media. Indeed, in some localities, like 
Leicester, the media are so implacably 
hostile to us that they are likely to make no 
mention of our meeting whatever unless 
they are able to report that it met with 
much rowdy opposition. If any kind of 
fracas develops from the confrontation 
_.between the opposition and our own 
people, the likelihood of the meeting 
being reported will of course be yet 
further increased. 


There is an additional factor that I have 


learned over several years of involvement 
in the fight. The nastier the opposition, 
the more positive effect it usually has on 
our Own supporters. 

This was best typified in a conversation 
that I had with a man who came on a 
nationalist march in the 1970s after having 
made contact with the movement a short 
time before. On this particular day, the 
opposition. excelled itself in nastiness and 
repulsiveness. The man said to me: 
“Before I experienced this, I was a little 
apprehensive that you were too extreme; 
after seeing what you are up against, I now 
wonder if you are extreme enough!” In an 
afternoon,. the previously rather wishy- 
washy patriot had become a nationalist 
hardliner! 

I do not therefore regard the presence 
of militant opposition at our meetings and 
other activities as being something 
unwelcome; on the contrary, I treat it as 
sure proof that we are succeeding in 
antagonising the very people it is right for 
us to want to antagonise! Is there anyone 


who has gazed on this filthy, screeching 
berserk mob, with its strange mixture of 
coarse- -voiced, amazon-like ‘females’ and 
its prancing, drug-sodden ‘males’, and 
who has not felt afterwards that, if these 
are the sort of people who so virulently 
hate us, we must be doing something 


right? 


went in and came out our usual way. 
Additional irritation was caused to 
some people by the fact that a large mob 
remained present in the hall at Leicester 
whose chanting interfered with the 
audibility of part of the speeches. Some of 
this might have been offset had we had 
available some more powerful public 


DARLINGTON: THE OPPOSITION AGAIN 
Mounted police (seen here) were needed to keep order 


I was taken to task by one letter-writer 
for the fact that, at Leicester, our 
contingent of party supporters filed into 
the meeting hall by the front entrance, 
where we had to walk past the baying and 
spitting left-wing mob, instead of by the 
rear entrance, where the writer supposed 
(perhaps correctly) we may have got in 
more quietly. I replied to him that our 
route of entry into the hall was in fact 
decided by the senior police officer 
present, and we had to abide by his 


instructions. However, even if this had not 


been the case I would still have opted to go 
in by the front. The first thing that we have 
to make clear to the opposition rabble is 
that we are not afraid of them but are 
willing to face thèm any time and 
anywhere. To enter or leave the meeting 
hall by a door other than the one at which 
they are present defeats this purpose and 
goes right against the grain, both with me 
and my leading colleagues. We therefore 
always opt to walk right past the 
opposition and sometimes right 
through them; honour dictates that we 
cannot do otherwise. The only exceptions 
that I will make to this practice are: (a) 
where the police rule to the contrary and 
we risk arrest by not complying; or (b) 
where there is reason to believe that real 
physical danger will be caused either to 
our women or old people. Neither of these 
factors operated at Leicester, and so we 


address equipment, and I intend that in 
future this deficiency will be made good. 
However, as things stood at Leicester we 
had the alternatives either of waiting a 
long time for the police to clear the hall of 
our opponents or carrying on with the 
meeting in the face of all the noise. My 
preferred course would have been that our 
stewards themselves removed the 
opposition — as they could have done 
without trouble inside five minutes — and 
I expressed this preference very strongly 
to the senior police officer in charge. He 
refused my plea, and so this was not an 
option. I judged that, of the two other 
options, the continuation of the meeting 
against a background of incessant noise 
was preferable to the interruption of the 
meeting for perhaps an hour while the 
police removed the noise-makers in their 
piecemeal and ‘softly-softly’ manner — a 
manner which contrasts vividly with the 
much more robust one customarily 
employed by our stewards, who are none 
too worried about subsequent protests in 
the left-wing press about their alleged 
‘brutality’! 

I was guided in this decision by the 
factor I have mentioned earlier: that in my 
view what is heard by those in attendance 
at the meeting itself is less important than 
what, is subsequently read about the 
meeting in the local papers or heard over 
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THE PUBLIC MEETING 
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local radio. As it was, we recgived a great 
deal of local publicity from this meeting at 
Leicester, despite the fact that the press 
and radio in that city are as bitterly 
opposed to us, and as indisposed normally 
to report on us in any context whatsoever, 
as any local media are in Britain. It was the 
presence of the ‘oppo’ in Leicester that 
made the event news. Without them, the 
publicity over the- meeting would have 
been confined to Spearhead and British 
Nationalist. . 


VICTORY AT DARLINGTON 


A meeting of another kind was our 
recent rally in Darlington. Here we could 
not enforce our right to hire a public hall 
on the grounds of fighting an election, and 
we therefore had to obtain the booking of 
a large room at a local pub instead — and 
under conditions of secrecy. Had there 
not been a considerable raising of the 
political temperature in the town as a 
result of local media publicity, the event 
would probably have gone off very quietly 
and not a little drably, with no great 
political gain. 

What we did, however, was make an 
application for a public hall that was, in 
the first place, granted. When it was 
granted, a storm of left-wing opposition 
blew up, and the ‘coming to town’ of the 
BNP became a big talking point in the 
press for three or four weeks beforehand, 
with speculation as to whether the Council 
would bow to left-wing pressure and 
cancel our booking. 

It did. But the publicity generated by all 
this created huge local interest. We 
resolved to capitalise on that local interest 
by sending an advance party to Darlington 
to advertise the meeting on the morning of 
the day on which it was to be held. The 


BALLAD OF THE BEGGING BOWL 
by SNIPER 


So the.Third World is in trouble, 
(What’s new? I hear you say) 

With floods and feuds and famines — 
The usual jungle fray. 


And we’re required to aid them, 
Although our guts they hate; 
We must all rush to succour 
Each black and busted state. 


We’ve heard it all before, of course — 
The glib and whining tosh: 

The usual Sudan sophistries, 

The same old Banglabosh. 

But we must do our duty 

(Or so the media say), 

So dig deep in your pockets, 

And ease your soul today! 
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Let’s have a lovely concert, 

With Popdom’s frauds and freaks; 
For Shamnesty and Poxfam 

And other trendy cliques. 


It goes to feed black armies 
That rape and kill and burn; 

To buy their fancy hardware, 
The power for which they yearn. 


Yet still we pay them Danegeld, 

And cross each greasy palm; 

Give gold for dross, swop aid for AIDS 
(There’s no cause for alarm!) 

So Britain buys its cronies 

And sullies its good name. 

What if such ‘friends’ are phonies? 

Pay up — and play the game! 


opposition, meanwhile, mobilised a mob 
of their own to come to town (there are 
not too many indigenous left-wing 
militants in Darlington itself) to ‘confront’ 
the BNP. | 

The confrontation took place in the 
town centre in the early afternoon. This, 
combined with the press publicity that had 
ocurred beforehand, created a local 
interest'in the coming of the BNP that was 
far beyond the ordinary. A crowd of about 
200 (a minority of whom were our own 
supporters — many of the latter having 
not yet arrived) heard an impromptu 
outdoor meeting, while masses of papers 
were sold and leaflets distributed. There 
was then a riot, as left-wingers tried to 
attack first the BNP and then the police. 
The publicity derived from the day’s 
events was considerable. 

Darlington proved that, under certain 
conditions, and given the interaction of 
Opposition protest and reports in the 
press, we can get a coming meeting well 
advertised without relying very much on 
our own limited advertising resources. We 
did actually advertise our rally with 
leaflets, but this had the maximum effect 
only because of what had gone before and 
what was happening at the time. 


' SUMMARY 


It is against this background that we 
have to weigh up carefully what is to be 
our approach to public meetings. In this 
article I have listed some of the consider- 
ations that are uppermost in our minds. 
The consideration that dominates all is 
that at present the number of people likely 
to be won over to our cause in 
consequence of having attended one of 
these meetings is somewhat small. We 
therefore have to look for other benefits 
to be derived from such meetings. Such 
benefits undoubtedly do exist, but they 
are not exactly the same ones as those 
envisaged by people who view the political 
meeting through the eyes of the ordinary 


man in the street, and who perhaps fail to 
appreciate the profound change that has 
occurred in the role of the public meeting 
over the past 50 or 60 years. 

If we are better informed among 
ourselves as to what the present role of the 
public meeting is, all can then better 
appreciate the approach of the party 
leadership to this type of activity, and 
better evaluate each particular meeting in 
terms of its success or failure. Most 
important of all, it is vital that our own 
members and supporters appreciate the 
desirability. of making every possible 
effort to attend meetings where and when 
they can. 

I have said that I believe that the great 
public political rally will eventually make 
a come-back. There are some signs that 
the grip of television is at last starting to be 
reduced — hence the frantic efforts now 
being made by the TV networks to find 
new ways of keeping the multitude glued 
to their armchairs in their off-work hours. 
To a great extent, the appeal of the public 
meeting has waned as a result of the 
depressingly colourless and boring 
speakers who today dominate the political 
stage, in addition to the unglamorous 
nature of all ‘orthodox’ politics generally. 
If we can counter these yawn-inducing 
tendencies — as most certainly we can — 
we can raise the public meeting to a level 
of interest far greater than it now enjoys, 
though probably never to quite the level of 


‘the twenties and thirties. 


As we succeed in doing this, so will the 
range of benefits to be gained from such 
events become wider. At the present time, 
however, we must adapt ourselves to the 
conditions that actually exist. We must 
plan and promote public meetings 
intelligently and realistically. As we 
realise the practical advantages that can 
be derived from them under present 
conditions, we can gradually increase 


their effectiveness while expanding their 
possibilities. 


WHO IS CONTROLLING 


PUBLIC OPINION? 


In the fifth article of a series, NORMAN WHITE looks at the 
magazine-publishing industry 


THE HIGH STREET SHOPS are thronged 
with habituees from morning till evening, 
standing shoulder-to-shoulder — at the busiest 
times two or three deep, browsing through 
everything from fashion trends to funicular 
railways, from scuba diving to scone making, 
imbibing information on technology, 
astronomy, war games and martial arts, 
handicrafts and antiques, etc. 

The display racks of such chains as W.H. 
Smith, John Menzies, Preedys and Garrods 
contain something of the order of 650 
magazines and journals (besides newspapers), 
while any city centre branch of Smith or 
Menzies may be handling a total of 800 to 
1,000 titles, which include trade and specialist 


- periodicals not on display. 


There are dozens more magazine titles 
available now than there were even three 
years ago, and the subjects covered are too 
numerous to mention. This is a staggering 
volume of printed material, which comes in 
every format and utilises all kinds of 
production methods, with cover prices ranging 
from 20p to £5, depending on size, quality and 
frequency of appearance. And the number of 
publications retailed by the high street shop 
chains is itself a mere fraction of the total 
output, which is 7,594 throughout the UK — 
outstripping the whole of the rest of Europe, in 
which, all told, 4,176 magazines and 
periodicals are published. 

This then, the magazine industry, is yet 
another medium employed by the Money 
Power, for its profit and to advance the 
political and cultural goals to which I drew 
attention in the second article of this series. 

It is probably true to state that almost every 
interest and pursuit currently popular in the 
western world is catered for by the magazine 
industry. It is also undeniable that, like every 
other medium, the magazine industry 
promotes race-mixing, internationalism, 
denigration of the white race and Afro-Asian 
‘nationalism’. Again, through the silent 
treatment and the unofficial policy of 
suppression, you will seek in vain for this 
Magazine, its stable companion British 
Nationalist or any other of similar genre at such 
shops throughout the British Isles — because 
such publications champion the interests of 
our Own nation and race instead of that of the 
Money Power. 

The touchstone of everything that appears 
in magazines selling through these established 
retail outlets is its capacity to serve, or be 
harnessed to propagate, the prevailing 
ideology of our times. What is this ideology? It 
is not simply ‘democracy’ — though that is 
included (albeit on a selective basis). Neither 
is it ‘free enterprise’ or ‘capitalism’ — as was 
once bandied about by the left. Nor is it 
marxism, though it owes much to that false 


doctrine. 

The prevailing ideology of our times is, as 
was pointed out in an earlier article, that of the 
‘super-capitalist-communist-zionist nexus’, in 
Ivor Benson’s words, with its avowed goal the 
one-world dispensation of controlled tyranny. 


The portents of this are already around for the 


discerning to see, and it is hoped that the 
masses will discover them before it is too late. 

It is this illegitimate Money Power’s 
ideology which is being disseminated, day in, 
day out, through the media and in all the 
magazines and periodicals on sale in the high 
streets today — whatever the cover title, 
whatever the subject contained. The 
underlying message, whether explicit or 
implicit, is that of liberalism. Together with 
this is the exhortation to all of us to enjoy 
ourselves with eating and drinking, following 
our leisure pursuits, watching television and 
driving our cars hither and thither — thus 
leaving our masters to get on with the job of 
deciding our fate! 


In addition to putting across the customary | 


‘liberal’ sophistries of internationalism and 
race-mixing, the magazine industry provides 
us with a diet in which, never far from the 
surface, are the hackneyed themes of the 
‘holohoax’, the ‘evils’ of apartheid and the 
alleged ‘sins’ of the wicked Nazis. In some 
publications these themes are almost ever- 
present. Such bogeys are evoked in magazines 
as disparate as Nature and Playboy, Nursing 
Times and Penthouse, Punch and The Lady — 
besides those where you would expect to find 
them, like the New Statesman, Time Out and 
The Economist. But that is the essence of the 
‘nexus’ poison pumped into the minds of the 


populace: we must never be allowed to forget 


about these obsessions, even when we are 
reading about the countryside, medicine, 
women’s affairs, sport or popular satire. 


WHO CONTROLS THE INDUSTRY? 


So who in this country is behind the 
magazine industry? 

By and large, it is the same conglomerates 
that are present in the print and electronic 
media, apart from a number of small outfits 
and self-styled co-operatives, and a few 
companies outside of transnational owner- 
ship. But even these minnows swim in the 
same ocean, exude the same noxious matter 
and come under the same pervasive influence 
of the Money Power. | 

The range of material produced by these 
groups is immense. From the pricy art-paper 
monthlies like Harpers and Queen, published 
by the Hearst Corporation, to the cheap paper 
weeklies like Brain Damage (the ‘comic for 
grown-ups’), published by Galaxy Public- 
ations, they cover almost everything. 

The subject with the greatest number of 


_ Magazines 


titles (on the racks) is that contemporary 
opiate of the masses, sport. This is catered for 
by 78 different magazines, dealing with 
everything from water skiing to American 
football. In an unclassified category of titles 
there are 60 magazines appealing to diverse 
consumer and leisure groups, such as steam 
railway enthusiasts, collectors (of anything!), 
public relations people, church people, 
psychic people, old-age pensioners, poets, 
astrologers and DIY enthusiasts. And don’t 
forget — whatever the subject, the same 
themes are played, on soft and loud pedals, as 
already mentioned. The same bogeys are 
portrayed, whether you are a poet or a 
psychical researcher, OAP or CofE, roller- 
skater or rock-and-roller — all can be 
corralled into groups ‘‘against...racism, or 
Nazis, or apartheid,” etc. 

The third largest number of magazine titles 
you will find in your local Smith or Menzies 
shop are aimed at the womenfolk. Of these 
there are 50. But if you want to add those with 
appeal to knitters, sewers, home-makers and 
bringers-up of children you will raise the 
number by another 44. In fact, considering 
these latter categories, the palm for the 
greatest number of titles directed at any one 
group will go to those magazines published 
with women in mind. Maybe women are born 
‘flickers’ rather than ‘readers’; maybe they 
enjoy getting hints and tips about cooking and 
sewing, home-making and knitting; maybe 
they like reading frothy articles about 
‘celebrities’ and ‘showbiz’ types — who can 
say? But there is certainly a large market for 
such magazines, and a corner of it has been © 
captured by the feminist movement, which 
puts across its destructive message in 
like Cosmopolitan and Elle, 
published respectively by the Hearst Corpor- 
ation and News _International/Hachette. 
These magazines attack marriage, promote | 
promiscuity and advocate female selfishness 
— in complete contrast to the real feminine 
nature, which is caring and faithful and 
concerned with home-making and child- 
rearing. This feminist rubbish is all part of the 
same ideology that is being put across by the 
media as a whole, in this instance the marxist 
assault on the family and the transformation of 
women into objects of ‘free love’ and into self- 
centred, independent ‘go-getters’, in every 
way the same as men. All this is bearing fruit 
too, as can be seen when you reflect on 
women’s presence in hitherto male occupat- 
ions, such as soldiering and engineering. 

But no doubt the vast number of women’s 
magazines — the majority of which are not 
feminist — is due to the fact that the magazine 
industry recognises just how much of people’s 
early learning about life comes from the 
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mother, and as long as the prevailing ideology 
is being assimilated through these magazines 
(even if at times only subliminally) the next 
generation can be sure of being infected in the 
way that the publishers desire. 


STRONG FAR-LEFT INFLUENCE 


When it comes to magazines that are 
directly political, those of the left, including 
the very far-left, are to be found in clear 
predominance. You won’t find one single 
nationalist journal in the high street shops, but 
marxist, communist and Trotskyite public- 
ations abound. The British Communist Party’s 
monthly Marxism Today (with contributions 
from Tory, Labour and SLD politicians) is 
almost always prominently on display, as is the 
monthly review of the Revolutionary 
Communist Party, Living Marxism. Among 
other periodicals providing the doctrinaire 
marxist-cum-socialist propaganda there is the 
New Statesman, which recently took over the 
social workers’ weekly review New Society. 
This is controlled by a smallish independent 
company, the Statesman Publishing 
Company, one of the oldest left-wing 
publishing houses. Other ‘New’ titles, such as 
New Democrat (the SLD mag) and New Inter- 
nationalist, provide similar fare. The latter is 
published in Canada, a country which ‘burns’ 
books and proscribes books and magazines on 
a list 98 pages long. But New Internationalist is 
one one of these — nor is any other material 
that the super-capitalist-communist-zionist 
nexus puts out, of course! 

Another far-left magazine is Time Out, 
published by Tony Elliott. Most of the pages of 
this rag are devoted to advertising the week’s 
popular entertainment, but part contains 
articles comprising a mixture of anarchist left- 
wing bilge. One prominent recent example 
was one headed ‘Bad taste, good art — busting 
the final taboos’, and this contained references 
to ‘foetus earrings’, ‘fetid .gangrene’ and 
‘canned shit’. 


‘MIDDLE-OF-THE-ROAD”’ 
MAGAZINES 


The raddled face of the system we live 
under, ‘middle-of-the-road’ liberal democ- 
racy, is represented by The Spectator, recently 
acquired by Conrad Black’s Telegraph group, 
The Listener, which is a BBC production (need 
I say anymore?) and The Economist, 
approximately half-ownec by Pearson 
Longman Plc. The Economist is a particularly 
odious magazine costing £2, which promotes 
liberal economics, liberal (small ‘I’) politics, 
multi-racialism and one-worldism. The other 
half of the shares in the firm are owned by 
Evelyn de Rothschild, Chairman of 
Rothschild & Sons. On the Board of Directors 
is Sir Claus Moser, of German-Jewish 
extraction, and the group’s Managing Director 
is David Sorrell Gordon, son of Sholom and 
Tania Gordon. : 

Over 20 so-called ‘men’s’ magazines or 
‘girlie’ magazines are on the market, pushing 
pornography, over which this ‘liberal’ society 
preens itself by showing how ‘tolerant’ it is. 
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PROMINENT ON THE SHELVES 
The New Statesman, Marxism Today 
Living Marxism (above) are all to be seen ' 
displayed in the high street newsagents 
bookshops 


The companies dealing in this segment of the 
industry are obscure: Galaxy Productions in 
Witham (Essex); Northern & Shell Plc. in 
Millharbour (East London); Gold Star Public- 
ations in Whyteleafe (Surrey); Paul Raymond 
Publications, operating out of Soho by a well- 
known pornographer — plus a number of 
other small outfits. The American libertine 
Hugh Hefner publishes Playboy International, 
one of the many pornsheets that demean 
womankind. In addition to these squalid little 
rags, there are the offscourings catering for the 
sickening perversions of faggots, queers and 
lesbians. At least four of these putrescent 
productions are excreted by a company calling 
itself Millivres Ltd., which operates from 283 
Camden High Street in North London. 

What is more, the teaming ‘minorities’ 
(ethnic, racial, national, what you will) are not 
left out of this immense production line, as 
they too publish their periodicals, many of 
which are also to be found in the familiar high 
street shops. Notwithstanding the fact that the 
majority of ordinary magazines are furthering 
their interests well enough already by pushing 
multi-racialism down our throats, the various 
ethnic groups, such as the Indians, Pakistanis, 
Arabs, West Indians, Chinese and of course 
Jews, all have their own ‘ethnic’ publications. 
There are 21 Jewish journals and newspapers, 
appealing to specialised clienteles like Jewish 
vegetarians, Polish Jews, Jewish Socialists and 
of course Zionists, with their B’nai B’rith 
International Jewish Monthly. Caribbean 
Cultural International brings out Frontline 
“for immigrants,” and Dawesh Printers & 
Publishers produces AAJ International. Then 
there is The Asian Trader from Garavi 
Gujerat House, in South East London, and 
the Jamaican Weekly Gleaner, by courtesy of 
the Kent Messenger group. There is the 
Bengali newsweekly Janomot. These are just a 
few of the dozens of weekly and monthly 
journals put out by the ‘minorities’ in our 
midst. I wonder what the Commission for 
Racial Equality would have to say about 


magazines like Snow White, White Pine or 
Alabaster extolling Caucasian achievements? 
After all, Ebony and Mahogany tell our Negro 
friends that it’s great to be black! 


TRANSNATIONALS 


The largest publisher of consumer, business 
and women’s magazines in the country is Reed 
International Plc., a transnational with invest- 
ments in the UK, USA, Canada and Europe. 
Besides magazines, Reed is also a leading 
publisher of local and free newspapers, as well 
as books, which it also markets and distrib- 
utes. In addition, this huge conglomerate 
provides electronic information services 
worldwide and information for libraries and 
booksellers. It organises consumer and trade 
exhibitions throughout the world and clearly 
operates media of communication and inform- 
ation throughout the world. | 

Reed International produces many and 
diverse magazine titles, appealing to interests 
as varied as cage birds enthusiasts, pub 
caterers, supermarket chiefs, car fanatics, 
farmers, drinkers, photographers and many, 
many more. The great majority of popular. 
women’s magazines are published by Reed 
through its IPC Magazines subsidiary, which 
also caters for the ‘teenypop’ market and the 
‘rock’ morons. 

United Newspapers Plc., which runs the 
Express newspaper chain, the Daily Star, the 
Yorkshire Post and many other local and 
provincial papers, is another giant trans- 
national with interests in the magazine 
industry through its United Magazines and 
Link House Magazines subsidiaries. Its range 
of operations cover international publications, 
information services and exhibitions, and it is 
involved in electronic news broadcasting in the 
USA. Some of the vast number of titles 
brought out by this company include Exchange 
& Mart, Hi-Fi News, Prediction, Stamp 
Magazine and Caravan Magazine, and it too 
publishes ‘rock’ music weeklies such as Record 
Mirror, Sounds and Underground. It also 
publishes the British Geographical Magazine 
and the humorous weekly Punch. 

The third transnational company inolved in 
in this country’s magazine industry (and media 
in general) is the International Thomson 
Organisation Ltd. Besides owning a consider- 
able chunk of the regional newspaper market 
and controlling the main daily newspapers of 
Scotland, Northern Ireland and Wales, 
Thomson has strong interests in North Sea and 
other oil and gas fields around the world. It 
operates travel companies, owns Britannia 
Airways and Yellow Pages, Canadian and 
American newspapers, Canadian department 
stores and information services around the 
world. It publishes a number pf specialist trade 
and business journals here, including the 
‘Jane’s’ publications: Fighting Ships, Weapons 
Systems, World Railways, etc. The head- 
quarters is based in Toronto. 

The Maxwell Communication Corporation 
Plc., itself a subsidiary of the Maxwell 
Foundation, is based in Lichtenstein, a 
popular tax-haven of the branches of the 
Money Power. Maxwell is a giant trans- 
national owned and controlled by Robert 
Maxwell — one-time poor Jewish boy who 


started out in sub-Carpathian Czechoslovakia 
as Jan Ludwig Hoch. The main activities of 
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this mammoth conglomerate are printing, 
publishing and communications of every kind, 
also treasury management and property 
development. No less than 141 principal 
subsidiaries of the Maxwell organisation 
around the world are listed in the Stock 
Exchange Yearbook. The area of involvement 
of this ‘MCC’ of the magazine industry in the 
UK lies in no small part in scientific and 
technical journals, of which no less than 372 
are published by the Pergamon Press 
subsidiary — 32 of these with ‘International’ in 
the title. Quarterly and annual periodicals 
which will not be found on display at your local 
Smith or Menzies shop are: Holocaust and 
Genocide Studies, edited by Professor Bauer, 
and Yad Vashem Studies, edited by Aharon 
Weiss. One of the MCC’s subsidiaries is 
Brassey’s Defence Publishers Ltd., which as 
well as publishing books dealing with various 
topics connected with World War II, also 
produces an obscure little magazine called 
Second World War Investigator, 
concerns itself with so-called Nazi ‘atrocity’ 
stories but never with Allied ones. This 
figures, of course, with such an owner. 

Says Maxwell: “Communication is where 
oil was ten years ago. There will be seven to 
ten great global communications corpor- 
ations. My ambition is to be one of them. ” 

Two other important transnational 
companies with interests in the British 
magazine industry are EMAP (East Midland 
Allied Press) Plc. and BET (British Electric 
Traction) Plc. EMAP publishes a large 
number of local newspapers and consumer and 
business magazines. Through its subsidiaries, 
EMAP National Publications and EMAP 
Pursuit Publishing Ltd., it produces various 
leisure pursuit titles on subjects ranging from 
cycling to cameras, gardening to fishing and 
shooting to walking. It also plays its part, 
together with Reed International and United 
Newspapers, in dulling the awareness of 
young minds through its Smash Hits and Q — 


which 


described as “the bibles of pop and rock.” 
BET, an international holding company 
operating support services to industry, 
commerce and the public sector, brings out 
such titles as Aeromodeller, Electronics 
Digest and Winemaker and Brewer, among 


others, through its subsidiary Argus Specialist | 


Publications Ltd. 

The American Hearst Corporation of the 
multi-millionaire William Randolph Hearst 
Junior has an interest in the British magazine 
industry through its National Magazine 
Company subsidiary, which publishes Good 
Housekeeping, Country Living, Cosmopolitan 
and Harpers and Queen, among others in the 
glossy range which appeal in the main to 
women. 


DIFFERENT MAGAZINES: 
SAME MESSAGE 


Such is the magazine medium. Supple- 
menting another print medium, newspapers, 
and acting as a link to the more enduring of the 
written-word medium, books, it provides an 
outlet for journalist journeymen and -women 
to practise their craft and demonstrate their 
subservience to the interests of those who pull 
the strings. For, make no mistake, in every 
magazine or periodical you pick up in the high 
street shops, the message of the illegitimate 
Money Power is being relayed — as in 
Marshall McLuhan’s words, “in operational 
and practical fact, the medium is the 
message.” For, whatever the medium, the 
message purveyed is the same because the 
control is the same, the owners belonging to 
the same small and exclusive ideological club. 
This means that the goal is the same: “A world 
political imperium in which all the resources of 
population control are firmly and finally in the 
hands of those who rule: the new international 
power elite.” (Ivor Benson). 

Of course, the vast majority of the 


magazines published by the enormous 
industry we have examined here deal with 
subjects not directly related to politics or 
ideology, but a closer examination of them 
shows that, between the pages and between 
the lines, a political and ideological message is 
nevertheless being peddled. Thus we will find 
in sporting magazines an abundance of articles 
condemning segregated games in South 
Africa; in artistic and cultural publications we 
will find that the leftish and avant-garde 
schools of thought are dominant, with the 
political message never far away; in magazines 
produced for industry and commerce we will 
find that the pervasive trend is in support of 
economic internationalism; in journals 


purporting to specialise in items of historical 


interest we will find, as has been seen, the 
usual references to ‘atrocities’ and the 
‘holocaust’. Some left-wing borough councils 
in Britain have even introduced ‘anti-racist’ 
mathematics and ‘anti-racist’ science into local 
school curricula. This being so, we will no 
doubt before long find that magazines dealing 
with mathematics and science will contain the 
same message — if they do not already! 

All this may be seen against a background in 
which it is constantly drummed into the ears of 
British people that they are lucky to live in a 
country where the ‘freedom of the press’ and 
‘free expression’ are firmly rooted. Of course 
it is true that (within certain limits known to 
readers of this magazine) people are free to 
express what viewpoint they choose. What is 
not generally understood is that only in the 
hands of a few mega-millionaires like Robert 
Maxwell does there exist the freedom to 
decide whether that viewpoint will be 
communicated to the millions! - 

Mr. Maxwell has warned us that, the way 
things are going, it will not be long before 
there are only between seven and ten major 
global communications companies. What 
price then ‘freedom of expression’? It is a 
prospect we should seriously ponder over. 


NO GOALS 


EDDY BUTLER reports on one of the latest Tory 


‘ginger groups’ 


IN EARLY JUNE, Central London played host 
to Dr. Andries Treurnicht, Leader of the South 
African Conservative Party, when he 
addressed the first meeting of his hush-hush 
whistle-stop tour of Europe. Nationalist 
opinion is somewhat divided in its attitude 
towards ‘Dr. No’ and his party. Is he just an 
establishment ‘safety valve’ or is he the saviour 


of white civilisation in South Africa? (For one 


opinion, see Spearhead No. 243). 

At short notice, a number of nationalists 
and Ulster Loyalists heard about Dr. 
Treurnicht’s appointment, and attended in 
eager anticipation of having this issue 
resolved. The gathering, organised by the 
‘Anglo-South African Fellowship’ and 
“Western Goals UK’, attracted a very meagre 
crowd, of which we were surprised to find that 
we comprised nearly half. 

Held in great secrecy at, of all places, the 


Royal Commonwealth Society, the meeting 
turned out to be something of a disappoint- 
ment, although it was gratifying to see that we 
are not the only people to suffer the indignity 
of having to book halls under false names! 
Treurnicht was accompanied by two 
English-speaking South Africans," his 
spokesman on economic affairs and the 
organiser for Natal. They had some interesting 
points to make regarding the Conservative 
Party’s prospects in the forthcoming South 
African General Election, which they believe: 
will end in a hung parliament. However, 
Treurnicht himself did not appear to have 
much charisma and gave a rather lack-lustre 
performance. Perhaps it was jet lag. He may 
well be more impressive when addressing a 
hall packed with Boers waving flags of the 
Afrikanse Weerstand Beweging! Facing a 
couple of dozen miserable-looking Tory ‘hard- 


line rightists’ would be enough to put the 


dampers on the most rabble-rousing of 
demagogues! © 
Treurnicht seemed to be well intentioned, 

but as for his true motivation we were left none 
the wiser. Instead of inspirational oratory, 
what was delivered was a string of careful 
press-release-type statements. He seemed 
determined never to allow black rule in South 
Africa but to pursue a policy of. vigorous 
apartheid. Beyond the race issue, he seemed 
content to preserve the current structures 
within South Africa, with existing economic. 
and financial polcies left more or less intact 
and with ‘normal’ relations with the rest of the 
world maintained. Of course, a reversion to 
wholehearted apartheid would bring down all 
the firepower that the Zionist international 
lobby could muster. By’ comparison, the 
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media’s denunciation of China’s Deng 
Xiaoping in the aftermath of the firing in 
Tiananmen Square would segm like a mild 
slap on the wrist. 

Treurnicht, though apparently well 
meaning and sincere, seemed naive, lacking a 
coherent ideology and without a well-formed 
world outlook. But at least he might stem the 
flood of treachery now being perpetrated by 
South Africa’s National Party. We should be 
gracious enough to wish him well, although in 
the longer term his country will no doubt need 
more revolutionary steel than he is likely to 
offer. 


WET TORIES 


The most significant and instructive aspect 
to come out of the meeting, however, did not 
concern Dr. Treurnicht. It concerned the 
groups already referred to and which had 
organised the meeting. 

A leaflet was handed out to the assembly 
that asked the provocative question: “‘Is 
Western Goals an extremist organisation?” 
The following answer was a proud “Yes!” 
Included in the body of the text which followed 
to justify such a claim was a quotation from 
Searchlight, in which the organisation 
apparently glorified: “Western Goals, 
source of all that is reactionary.”’ 

The final part of the leaflet included a 
quotation from one-time US Presidential 
candidate Senator Barry Goldwater, who said: 
“I would remind you that extremism in the 
defence of liberty is no vice. And let me 
remind you also that moderation in pursuit of 
Justice is no virtue.” All strong stuff — indeed 
almost enough to motivate the reader into 
placing a regular order at his newsagents for 
the Daily Telegraph. The leaflet ended with a 
tear-off strip which carried the macho 
challenge: “I think I’m extreme enough to join 
Western Goals UK.” The casual reader might 
be forgiven for regarding the organisation as a 
pretty dangerous cartel of far right-wing 
fanatics, and not as the pathetic Tory ‘ginger 
group’ that it is in reality. 

After the meeting had finished, and after 
Dr. Treurnicht had departed for another 
engagement, one of our number decided to 
offer a small selection of BNP literature to the 
audience as they left the meeting room. 
Roughly half of the Tory types present were 
known to us, they having maintained various 
connections with the nationalist movement 
ovet+ the years. Some of these people were 
pleased to see us and quickly took our 
literature. Others, who were unfamiliar with 
our organisation, also started to express an 
interest. But before a stampede of Spearhead 
and British Nationalist selling could get under 
way, the ‘extremist’ organisers of Western 
Goals UK got cold feet and endeavoured to 
keep the rest of the audience in the meeting 
room until the vulgar nationalist brutes 
outside had dispersed! Their line was the 
familiar one: “Oh yes, I agree with all that you 
say, but keep it quiet.” 

These ‘nudge-nudge, wink-wink, I’m on 
your side’ types seem naively to believe that 
they can influence the future course of the 
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Tory Party, but in fact are usually the most 
contemptible individuals one can meet on the 
political scene. They are committed not to 
committing themselves. They are the kind that 
enjoy the ‘hard’ image that goes with 
attending nationalist meetings, hob-nobbing 
at Flemish folk-fests or avidly discussing the 
latest factional gossip, only to jump right back 
into the nice, warm, cosy, smug, respectable, 
cleansing, wine-and-cheese Monday Club 
atmosphere they so crave. They are 
reminiscent of some Victorian ‘toff’, slumming 
it with rough and ready hobbledehoys for 
amusement and excitement. To them, 
nationalism is the mistress with whom they 
engage in risque flirtations, while Toryism is 
the wife to whom they always in due course 
return. 


| came to know the prophets of th 


to Dr. Treurnicht, who is, after all, a figure of 
some importance and standing. We could get a 
better turn-out for one of the regular monthly 
meetings of a small provincial branch! If these 
Tories were high-calibre individuals, their 
small numbers might then be excused; but, as 
we have seen, they are in the main nothing 
more than a tiny coterie of moral cowards. 
And their political impotence is manifest. 
That they actually think they can take over the 
Tory Party and steer it in a better direction 
beggars belief. They are either tragically 
deluding themselves or merely sating their 
consciences. They know Britain is heading for 
disaster. They know that drastic solutions are 
necessary. But they just haven’t the courage to 
stand by their convictions. The ‘ginger-groups’ 
of the Tory Right offer a suitably safe haven. 
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At a time when the British people are facing 
a titanic struggle for their very existence, these 
‘extremists’ are quite content within the 
cocooned environment of their ‘ginger-group’ 
social clubs. Their greatest fear is that of being 
embarrassed by their nationalist acquaint- 
ances turning up to their gatherings and 
compromising their ‘respectable’ credentials. 
If ever the two sides, their alter egos, their 
Jekyll-and-Hyde existences, come into 
contact, they hide their embarrassment in a 
huddle of their more straight-laced Tory 
chums and look askance at their erstwhile 
‘friends’, the shocking nationalist intruders. It 
is easy to imagine these people furtively 
reading their latest copy of Spearhead (which 
many of them do!) hidden between the covers 
of Penthouse, Gay News or the Sado-Masoch- 
ist Monthly, depending on the preferences of 
the individual concerned. In the circles in 
which such people mix, these latter journals 
would be more acceptable and respectable 


than ours! 


Some may have had in their minds the 
thought that our presence at the meeting I 
have described might prove embarrassing to 
the Conservative Party in South Africa if the 
liberal press there had got wind that 
Treurnicht had addressed a number of militant 
British Nationalists. However, I am confident 
that the stout-hearted Afrikaners would 
welcome this and scorn the compromising, 
ineffectual and inoffensively weak Tories 
present. These Tories, I am sure, are worried, 
not about Dr. Treurnicht’s sensibilities, but 
only about their own! 


PUNY STRENGTH 


Another significant fact about these self. 
styled ‘extremists’ is their pathetically small 
numerical strength. Less than 20 bodies were 
all they could muster in the capital city to listen 


for such individuals. 

A more sinister interpretation of the 
behaviour of these Tories could be construed, 
bearing in mind their links with the Central 
Office establishment and various international 
‘think-tank’ groups funded by domestic and 
foreign state security agents and esoteric 
financiers. This could explain the reverence 
paid to Goldwater. Such groups as Western 
Goals UK bear all the hallmarks’ of a ‘front’ 
organisation set up by shadowy backers, with 
the official leadership desperate to ensure that 
their presently minuscule membership does 
not discover a more effective and dynamic 
vehicle for their aspirations in the shape of the 
BNP. | 

It is not beyond the ken of our cosmopolitan 
enemies to start up spurious ‘right-wing’ 
groups to act as safety-valves which will keep 
all ‘opposition’ within their sphere of 
influence. It is just this charge that has been 
levelled against Dr. Treurnicht by the 
Herstigte Nationale Party in South Africa. As 
for us, we reserve comment until we know 
more; but we could not help notice how, in his 
brief talk, Treurnicht alluded to his cosy chats 
with senior Israeli ministers, as if these helped 
to enhance his credentials. 

As for the situation here in Britain, the Tory 
Party, more than any other political 
organisation, can be regarded as the architects 
of Britain’s present malaise. Those readers 
who still believe that the Tory Right can ever 
be a useful ally in the future should think 
again. There is no Tory Right worth mention- 
ing, still less cultivating. Ask the question: are 
they extreme enough to join the British 
National Party? 


You are invited to join a housing co-operative. 
Need help? Want to help? Write to ‘Housing’, 
BM Box 3958, London WC1N 3XX. 


THE DUKE VICTORY: 
HOW IT WAS ACHIEVED 


Dr. EDWARD R. FIELDS reports from Stateside 


THE NATIONAL MEDIA smeared, slandered 
and lied about David Duke, the former Grand 
Wizard of the Knights of the Ku Klux Klan. All 
three TV networks carried special news 
segments attacking Duke. The newswire 
services carried stories of character assassin- 
ation which were printed in all the major 
dailies. The most powerful politicians in 
America condemned Duke and the New 
Orleans newspaper The Times Picayune 
carried full-page articles smearing Duke. The 
opposing candidate John Treen spent $250,000 
to Duke’s $25,000. DAVID DUKE STILL 
~ WON! This report will detail why and how he 
accomplished this miracle! 

President Bush endorsed Treen in a letter 
mailed to all 21,000 registered voters in the 
district. 

Ex-President Reagan made a recording 
endorsing Treen which was played on every 
radio station in New Orleans. It said in part: 
“I can’t help but tell you of the high regard I 
have for one candidate in the race — John 
Treen.” 

Archbishop Philip Henan ordered a letter 
read in every church in the district urging 
Catholic voters not to vote for Duke. 

Loyola University President, Rev. James 
Carter, sent letters to all alumni living in the 
district endorsing Treen. Others publicly 
backing Treen included Gov. Buddy Roemer, 
Sen. Bennett Johnston, GOP (Republican 
Party) Chairman Lee Attwater and Louisiana 
Republican Party Chairman William 
Nungesser, who compared Duke with “Attila 
the Hun!” 

Duke’s response was: “The outside inter- 
ference in this race is absolutely ridiculous. 
The establishment is closing ranks to prevent 
an independent from being elected. Who’s 
going to endorse my opponent next — Iran’s 
Ayatollah? 


ALL POLLS HAD TREEN WINNING 


_ Before the January 21st primary, a Times 
Picayune poll had Treen in first place, with 20 
per-cent of the vote, followed by Delton 
Charles, with 16 per-cent, and Duke far back 
in third place with only 7 per-cent. Prof. Ed 
Renwick of Loyola University quoted another 
poll showing Duke with just 10 per-cent and 
still well behind the “two major candidates, 
Treen and Charles.” 

The Times Picayune is owned by the Jewish 
Newhouse family of New York. This paper’s 
political writers seemed worried over their 
own “favourable polls.” They reported that a 
large number of voters would not say for 
whom they would cast their ballot. Could they 
be secret Duke supporters? Just driving 
through the district one could easily see over 
1,000 Duke yard signs! Was there a voter’s 
revolt against the establishment lurking in the 
background? 


The shock hit the liberal camp on election 


LAST FEBRUARY a tremendous triumph on 
behalf of white people was achieved by David 
Duke, when he obtained a seat in the legislature 
of the State of Louisiana, USA. This victory 
was won in the face of an almost unprecedented 
smear campaign against Duke, in which even 
the US President and ex-President participated. 

Some of our readers will know of the Duke win, 
but not all of the details of how it was 
accomplished. Here we feature a report on the 
Duke campaign by one of our American 
correspondents, Dr. Edward R. Fields. This 
report was first published in The Truth at Last, 
obtainable from PO Box 1211, Marietta, 
Georgia 30061, USA. Dr. Fields’ report 
illustrates vividly how, under the charade of 
‘democracy’, which is supposed to ensure fair 
play for all candidates in an election, the 
powers that control the system ‘load the dice’ 
against any contestant they dislike. Duke’s 
victory was obtained against the massed 
mobilisation of these powers, and is therefore 
all the more inspirational. 


day, January 21st. Duke polled 33 per-cent of 
the vote, Treen 19 per-cent and Charles 17 
per-cent. This date marked the beginning of 
the biggest national smear campaign in 
American history! So-called ‘political experts’ 
said that if they could achieve a 70 per-cent 
voter turn-out in the run-off election with 
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DAVID DUKE 
His triumph rocked America 


every single anti-Duke voter going to the 
polls, and by screaming that Duke is “a Nazi- 
and a Klansman,” day in and day out, he 
would be defeated. This is exactly what the 
Treen camp did. Treen repeatedly shouted: 
“Duke is spreading Nazi venom across the 
United States!” 

President Bush even rushed his son down to 
help Treen. George Bush Junior campaigned 
in the district telling voters: “There is no place 
in the Republican Party for a former Klu Klux 
Klan leader. Listen, I’ve seen this guy on TV 
advocating these causes. The question is: can 
you ever quit the KKK?” 

John Treen is the brother of former 
Governor David Treen, and he also headed up 
the Bush presidential campaign in Louisiana. 
He had all the right connections with unlimited 
campaign funding and total support from the 
media. How could David Duke compete with 
this juggernaut? 


HOW DID DUKE OVERCOME SUCH | 
‘INSURMOUNTABLE ODDS’? 


David Duke has more experience in 
handling newspaper interviews and TV 
debates than any other person in America — 
bar none! He has appeared on over 800 TV 
and radio talk shows, such as Tom Snyder, 
Barbara Walters, Phil Donahue, Morton 
Downey Junior, Larry King, CNN’s Crossfire, 
Ted Koppel’s Nightline and every other major 
programme in the nation. Duke makes a good 


‘appearance — clean-cut, articulate and very 


knowledgeable on all aspects of the racial 
problem. 

No opponent can beat Duke in any debate. 
His IQ has been tested at 173, which is in the 
genius range. Duke is also experienced in 
political campaigning. In 1976 he ran for the 
state senate and polled 26 per-cent of the vote. 
He ran for that post again in 1980 and received 
30 per-cent of the vote. This year he ran for a 
House seat in the same district and polled 33 
per-cent of the vote in the primary and finally, 
against all the odds, Duke won, with 51 per- 
cent of the vote in the run-off election! 


THE DAVID DUKE PLATFORM 


It is important to recognise that a majority 
of the American people have been influenced 
by liberal propaganda on TV. They lean to the 
Right by instinct, but a majority are not yet 
ready to support something they may perceive 
to be extreme! Duke laid out a programme on 
social issues which even the local media 
admitted that 80 per-cent of the white middle 
class agree with. Duke stated: “What I stand 
for openly is what most Republicans and 
conservative Democrats believe in. However, 
they are afraid to come out in the open and 
express themselves honestly because they fear 
the organised minority bloc-vote!”’ 
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THE DUKE VICTORY: 


HOW IT WAS ACHIEVED 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


The Duke programme was as follows:- 


(1) Duke took a total stand against any tax 
increase and to preserve Louisiana’s $75,000 
homestead exception. 

(2) Duke presented an incentive plan to 
encourage a reduction in the illegitimate birth- 
rate, which would cut welfare costs. He also 
supported workfare and not welfare. He 
charged that the growing ‘welfare underclass’ 
is responsible for most of the violent street 
crime in America and that they are bearing 
“illegitimate babies faster than our taxes can 
be raised to pay for them all!” 

(3) Duke said that people should not be given 
special amends based on race and that others 
should not be punished because of their race. 
Duke declared: “If discrimination is morally 
reprehensible against Blacks or Jews, it’s just 
as reprehensible against members of the 
traditional American majority.” 


Duke came out against job discrimination 
against white people and ‘set-asides’ in 
government contracts for black businessmen. 
On the question of segregation versus 
integration Duke said: “The right not to 
associate is just as precious as the right to 
associate!” 

Thus the stage was set for the biggest upset 
since Truman beat Dewey in 1948! 


WORKING MIDDLE CLASS 
BACKED DUKE 


House District No. 81 is 99 per-cent white. It 
lies just across the line from New Orleans. 
Many Metairie (Louisiana) residents fled 
there to escape, the crime and violence in 
majority-black New Orleans. Those with 
children resent having to pay high tuition rates 
to send their children to private schools rather 
=- than public schools (state schools — Ed. ). 

The area is a mixture of affluence, blue- 
collar workers, elderly retired and young 
professionals who moved out of new Orleans 
seeking a ‘safer environment’. 

It was Fat Tuesday before Mardi Gras, and 
the parade was just about to begin when a 
pick-up truck decorated with David Duke 
signs pulled onto Canal Street. It was Duke 
himself. tossing campaign doubloons to the 
crowd! 

The Chicago Tribune reported:- i 

“College ‘students chanted ‘Duke, Duke, 
Duke’, bands of young girls reached out to 
shake his hartd: Older men clapped. Over and 
over, men and women shouted: ‘Congrat- 
ulations, keep up the good fight.’ ” 

There can be no doubt that Duke was 
helped by the one-a-day murder rate among 
Blacks in New Orleans. During. the recent 
Martin Luther King Holiday parade Blacks 
‘kicked and punched Whites on Canal Street. 
They chanted: “No Whites on Canal Street.” 
The police stood by and did nothing — ofiter 
all, this was King Day! 


WHAT VOTERS SAY ABOUT DUKE 


‘The following are quotes taken from various 
people on the street as to why they support 
David Duke:- 


A working class man: “Duke is for the 
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people. He’s against welfare. We’re sick of our 
tax money going for welfare and affirmative 
action.” 

Joann Kimberlin: “We’ve finally found 
somebody who’s brave enough to say what 
everybody thinks but won’t say.” 

A small store-owner: “‘In his past, he’s done 
more good than harm for me. Let’s face it — 
the black people now have 80 per-cent of the 
rights and the white people have 20 per-cent. I 
think the white people ought to stand up and 
protect themselves. Let’s get things back to the 
way they were!” ` 

A high school senior: “If it’s OK for them to 
be for the advancement of coloured people 
why is it wrong for us to be for the advance- 
ment of white people?” 

King Sherrer (67), a retired oil executive: 
“Duke appeals to the people and not to the 
political faction. ” 

Janet Danner (46), a housewife: “We don’t 
have enough people standing up for us Whites. 
We’re Southern and we don’t like other people 
coming in and telling us how to vote.” 

Henry Chenet (61), retired school principal: 
“I voted for Duke and I do not consider myself 
a bigot.” 


DESPERATE LAST-MINUTE 
STRATEGIES 


Jefferson Parish Voter Registrar Sam Alto- 
bello said: “Pm 70 and I’ve never seen 
anything like this before. People outside the 
district come in and want to register and vote 
for Duke. When I told one lady she can’t, her 
response was: ‘At least I can pray for him.’ 
This is going to be one hell of a voter turn- 
out!” 

Sam Altobello was right — all state records 
for a legislative run-off were broken, with a 
whopping 79 per-cent voter turn-out. Duke 
won with 8,459 votes (51 per-cent) to Treen’s 
8,232 votes (49 per-cent). The establishment 
minority bloc-voting machine had been 
broken. For the first time, a candidate who 
openly speaks up for the rights òf the white 
race has been victorious. Never again will the 
media be able to portray us as a ‘fringe 
element’ outside the mainstream. We now 
represent the white working middle class 


majority in America! 


Duke held his victory rally at the Metairie 
Lions Club. It was jammed with 500 cheering 
supporters and 200 more outside who could 
not get in. They chanted: ‘‘Duke, Duke, 
Duke.’’ He responded: ““This sends notice that 
the political wind is changing in this country 


and that the great American middle class is 


going to speak up for its own interest.” 

To Lee Attwater, who threatened to drum 
Duke out of the Republican Party, Duke said: 
‘Now, ladies and gentlemen, who elected Lee 
Attwater to anything? This is America and the 
voters are supposed to make decisions, not the 
boys in the back room.” The crowd roared 
back their approval. | 

Duke added: “This election is the greatest 
political upset in Louisiana history, maybe in 
American history. The people of Metairie 
have spoken. I don’t think there’s been a 
candidate in recent history who’s been more 
attacked, slandered, lied about and hurt in the 
way I was hurt and our good people were hurt 
in this campaign.” 

John Treen was not even man enough to 
offer his congratulations to Duke. Instead he 


cried: “This is a disaster.” Treen instantly had 
Jewish lawyer David. Sherman file a suit in 
court. He claimed that Duke had not lived in 
the district for one year and thus should be 
disqualified and he (Treen) should be declared 
the winner! Treen also demanded a recount of 
the vote. Duke’s margin of victory was first 
reported at 224 votes but after the recount it 
increased to 227. 

Judge Clarence McManus quickly ruled that 
Duke was the winner. Treen instantly. 
appealed to a three-judge appeals court. It was 
90 minutes before Duke was scheduled to take 
his oath of office at the State Capitol in Baton - 
Rouge when the ruling was handed down 
affirming his election. 

Liberal Representative Odon Bacque, from 
Lafayette, filed a challenge to Duke’s seating. 
He demanded that Duke’s qualifications be 
investigated by a House Committee. After a 
ten-minute debate, a motion to kill the 
challenge was offered by Representative John 
Alario (D-Westwego). The House quickly 
voted down the challenge by a vote of 69 to 33. 

The House Chambers were crowded with 
Duke supporters. Earlier they had 
demonstrated on the Capitol grounds carrying 


‘Duke for Governor’ signs. Speaker of the 


House, Representative Jim Dimos then 
administered the oath of office to Duke. 


LOUISIANA REPUBLICANS 
WELCOME DUKE 


State Republican Party Chairman Repres- 
entative Emile ‘Peppi’ Bureau of New Orleans 
invited Duke to become a member of the 
House Republican Caucus. They quickly 
appointed Duke to both the Judiciary 
Committee and the Health & Welfare 
Committee. Duke said: “I’m very happy with * 
these committee assignments. They are 
exactly what I wanted because, obviously, 
welfare reform is one of the most important 
parts of my programme. Also, the Judiciary is 
important too, because I am concerned about 
law enforcement.” 

Other Republican officials expressed their 
dismay over the way Duke had been treated 
during the campaign. Representative Charles 
D. Lancaster Junior of Metairie said: “Duke is 
no greater embarrassment to the Republican 
Party than Senator Robert Byrd is to the 
Democratic Party. During the 1950s Byrd was 
the Grand Keagle (state organiser) for the 
Klan in West Virginia.” 

Mississippi State Republican Party Chair- 
man Clarke Reed of Greenville said: “I think 
Lee Attwater overdid it trying to expel Duke 
from the Republican Party.” 

Texas Republican Party Chairman Ernest 


Angelo Junior of Midland said: “Duke ran on 


some fairly popular platform proposals. They 
are hard to complain about.” 
Thus, the next day, Lee Attwater dropped 


‘his plans to try and boot Duke out of the Party! 


A NEW DAWN FOR THE 
WHITE PEOPLE 


David Duke’s sudden political rise has been 
called ‘astounding’. Even the London Daily 
Telegraph called Duke “‘the most effective and 
articulate spokesman for the white people’s 
cause.” Even President Bush backed off, 
admitting: “‘Maybe the feeling in Metairie, 


=- Louisiana, was that the President of the 


United States should not involve himself in a 
Contd. on page 18 


SIR: On behalf of bona fide right-wing South 
Africans, I wish to object to the article 
‘Division in the Afrikaner Camp’ which 
appeared in your May issue. . 


This article is inaccurate and totally 
misleading. The impression is given that the 
HNP, which has never been of the slightest 
consequence in South African politics, is the 
most effective right-wing party. The 
Conservative Party and AWB, which both 
have tremendous support among the elect- 
orate, are, on the other hand, presented as 
‘being of no account. 

This HNP propaganda is headed up in South 
Africa by one Allan Harvey and is totally 
unreliable. The true facts are these:- 

The policies of the HNP are so unrealistic 
that they were never taken seriously. The only 
seat ever gained by the party was won by Louis 
' Stoffberg, who later defected to the CP and 
took the seat with him. He is now one of the 
stars of the CP. | 

Eugene Terre’Blanche was the victim of a 
typical liberal trap but came out of the affair 
stronger than before. None of the allegations 
against him are true. 

Dr. Treurnicht was forced out of the 
National Party; he did not leave it voluntarily. 
He supported, and still supports, the policy of 
Dr. Verwoerd, which operated so successfuly 
prior to his assassination. 

The Conservative Party is fully expected to 
win the forthcoming election because both 
_ Afrikaans- and English-speakers are giving it 
= tremendous support. It is the fastest-growing 
political party in Sout# African history. 

I am afraid that jealousy has turned to 
malice with most of the HNP, and although 
they are dead they will not lie down. 

If you wish to receive reliable and truthful 
information about right-wing politics in South 
Africa, this organisation will gladly furnish it. 

Think Right 
Link Hills, South Africa 


SIR: I should like to make certain points 
concerning the present trouble in China and 
the threatened migration of Hong Kong 
Chinese to Britain:- 


(1) Giving British passports to Hong Kong 


Chinese would lay this country open to being a 


penal colony for China. 

(2) As soon as this issue got into parliament, 
representatives from the three main parties 
vied with each other in seeking favours for the 
Hong Kong Chinese — obviously they all see 
them as yet another source of ‘ethnic’ votes. 


(3) Mrs. Thatcher, in parliament, promised 
‘more flexibility’ in assessing applications 
from people in Hong Kong to come and live 
here. 

(4) All governments with the will to govern 
would, if threatened as was the Chinese 
Government recently, use violence to defend 
their existence. If students camped out in St. 
James’ Park in agitation for the introduction of 
PR into our voting system, and in doing so 
blocked Victoria Street, The Mall and 


' Piccadilly, the Thatcher Government (or a 


Kinnock one) would mount a vigil for a few 
days, followed by a night raid by SAS men. 
There would inevitably be some casualties, 
but these would be considered the price of 
sovereignty — or perhaps the price of 
preserving our ‘democracy’. 
R.E. TANDY 
Kings Lynn, Norfolk 


SIR: Today I received the May issue of Spear- 
head and was struck by the perspicacity of the 
leading article on the swing of opinion here in 
West Germany towards neutrality. For some 
years now, it has been openly discussed 
amongst us of the nationalist movement that 
the military organisation named NATO is 
really just a cover-up for the pursuit of the 
Second World War by other means. 

I am delighted that you show enough insight 
into, and appreciation of, the peculiarly 
German situation here in Europe; the 
historical and cultural role of Germany has 
been thoroughly undermined by the artifical 
division of Europe into two ‘warring camps’. 

T.D. FOSTER 
Schwabmunchen, West Germany 


SIR: Upon further thought, I think I should 
add a rider to my blanket condemnation of 
‘pop’ music (Spearhead Letters, April issue). 
My target was Negro ‘music’, or rather the 
White Man’s addiction to it. By Negro music, I 
mean not only pure jazz or music actually 
played by Negroes, but most white popular 
music from the end of the First World War to 
the present. It was at the former time that the 
Negro influence started to enter white music. I 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure to obtain copies for themselves | 


have notning against the Negro or his music in 


its own naturally allotted place, but its 


admixture with our own music has been a 
dangerous and ultimately catastrophic 
exercise. Lord Northbourne said in one of his 
books that the sacred rhythms of one culture (a 


culture in which the element of rhythm was 


paramount as a ritual instrument), stripped of 
its authentic spiritual content and transposed 
to aculture to which it was alien, could not but 
bring out the darker psychic elements to which 
all debased ritual gives rise — particularly as 
much of the African tradition in music was by 
that time degenerate and itself sunk in 
psychism and profane magic (rather like a 
non-civilised version of Babylon). 

Long before the advent of the kind of 
degenerate ‘pop’ music to which we are 
accustomed today, the subversive nature of 
Negro-influenced music was apparent to many- 
people:- 

“Mother’s advice and Father’s fears 
Alike are voted just a bore; 

There’s Negro music in our ears, 
The world is one huge dancing floor. 
We mean to tread the primrose path, 
In spite of Mr. Joynson-Hicks. 
We’re children of the aftermath, 
We're girls of 1926.” 


M. DWYER 
Newton Abbot, Devon 


SIR: On reading ‘Selling the party means 
selling the paper’ last month, I wondered what 
some of us nationalists do with their copies of 
this magazine and British Nationalist once they 
are read. 

Are they kept in a cardboard box “‘for future 
reference?” My copies, once I’ve finished with 
them, find their way onto the magazine rack of 
the local library. Apart from this method of 
disposal, there are any number of waiting 
rooms where these. publications can be left 
also. 

Whichever the outlet, I’m sure it’s better 
than letting dust settle on these journals. 

A. WALKER 
Newark, Notts. 
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BOOKS 12. 


THE ELEVENTH HOUR (Jonn Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP leader 
in prison, this is the book all nationalists have been 
waiting for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon makind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 
THE ZIONIST FACTOR* (Ivor Benson) £6.50. A 
study of:the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 

. THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 


W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 


by an academic expert. 70pp. 
DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
.£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
. element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 


(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stewart) 
£7.95. A witting and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashion that are threatening our 
future. 1980, 246pp. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, — 


45pp. 


THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 


son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
‘Not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
-an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
‘first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue has 
been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 


sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The - 


Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS: 
PROPAGANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John 
Marks) £2.95. An important book on a major current 
educational scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren 
by pacifist and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This 
topical and factual study makes it plain that we are not 
simply confronted with odd teachers here and there 
abusing their positions but with a whole network of 
organisations and institutions, some publicly funded, co- 
ordinating their attack on young people’s minds. 1984, 
63pp. 
THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 
TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
. Text of amemorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the govern- 
ment by members of subversive or criminal organis- 
ations for the purpose of furthering the interests of 
those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 


destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
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to the BNP Book Service only and not included 
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Book. Service is marked on the envelope. New 
titles are indicated by asterisks. rig 


66p. 

THEY DARE TO SPEAK OUT* (Paul Findley) 
£12.95. The author was an Illinois Congressman for 20 
years until he fell foul of the Israeli lobby. This book 
describes the stranglehold of Zionist power over 
American politicians, academics and media. Even those 
familiar with the subject will find this book a revelation. 
1985, 362pp. Ta 
THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 


zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. . i 
THE LEUCHTER REPORT* (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£11.50. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in effect, 
testified that such installations could not have existed in 
German-occupied Europe before or during 1939-45. 
1988, 33pp. 


SPECTRE OF POWER* (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 


campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST* (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £9.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 


THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 


Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the’ 


jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing defence 
tof free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


THE BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL. 


‘VANGUARD. £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting 
nationalist articles published between 1970 and 1982 in 
two uncompromising US magazines. 217 large pages. 
STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
‘much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 


examination of some of the facts of recent history, 


that have not found their way into textbooks or news- 
papers. 1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
‘publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long- 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 


World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia-. 


ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad). £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 
exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 
‘RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. A further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE 


154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DP (Tel. 01 316 4721) 
OPEN TUESDAYS TO FRIDAYS 10 a.m TO 5.30 p.m. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST® (Eric 


Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE* (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp: 
THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE* 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian school- 
‘teacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the Europearr 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 


evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 


significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A.. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 


‘BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 


articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.60.’ 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. i 
CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War I. 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 

THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (John 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
EEC. 1987, 16pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £8.75. The exciting story 
of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its campaign 
against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 


American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout; 


and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first’ 


appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this 
combined edition is dated 1979, with 133pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 


(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. ,1982, 62pp. 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW) | 

BNP Statement of Policy 


A resume of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 24p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 44p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 


and blue. Price: £1.25 post-free. 


BNP key rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP cloth logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Suitable 
for sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP leaflets (two-sided) 

How to spot a red teacher. Updated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 


The great Tory con-trick. Leaflet exposing the way the. 


Tories are currently trying to woo the people with 
patriotic and ‘right-wing’ slogans, while their underlying 
policies are leading to the destruction of Britain. 

Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 
on the mainland. Lists BNP policies for Northern 
Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP leaflets (one-sided) 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how vast numbers of British jobs 
are being destroyed by the international free-trade 


policies of successive governments. A brief and concise |; i 
- Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 


argument for economic nationalism. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 


with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 


defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. . 


Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 

If we were black... Reprint, updated, of a previous BNP 
leaflet, drawing attention to special favours and 
privileges granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
‘and local government, and calling on Whites — 
particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 


attention to the still large numbers of immigrants coming 


into Britain and calling for repatriation. _ 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 
Derelict Britain. Leaflet with photo exhibiting rotting 
= urban landscape, calling upon people to help fight against 
the politicians who have brought this about. Mehtions 
‘unemployment, bad housing, immigration, crime, etc. 
Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting loyalists in Northern 
Ireland and listing BNP policies for the province. 
These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP posters 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed, Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 


UBLICITY MATERIAL 


of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free speech? Update of poster 
first produced in 1986 showing how the state is trying to 


‘silence those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. | 


Drawing of white man with gag. 
Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. 


These posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Each contains 


the BNP name and address and logo in red, white and 


blue. Prices: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 
at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage should be 
estimated on the basis of one poster weighing 10g. 


BNP stickers 

With slogans:- 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 

Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) . 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in and are available in 

gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, each 

containing BNP name and address and logo in red, 

white and blue. Gummed-back stickers cost £4.00 per 

1,000 or 40p pe 100, self-adhesive £1.50 per 100. 

Postage costs 26p per 100. 


BNP recordings a 


Rally ’87. 22-hour video-recording of BNP Londo 
rally, October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by 


Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Price: £15 plus 64p p&p. 


Rally ‘82. Sound recording of BNP rally in London, 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about the 
worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British stock). 
se 2: Talk on Britain’s economic crisis’ (recorded in 
1981). 


Tyndall Speaks II: Two studio talks:- 


Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for nationalism’ (the inter- . 


- Nationalist argument demolished). 
Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy.of the 20th century’ (analysis of 
World War II). 


: Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 


Side 1: Talk on ‘Why we must repatriate’. : 
Side 2: Talk on ‘Foundations of the national community’ 
(discourse on racial nationalism and its concepts of 


BNP rosettes. 
Apply to Tower. 
Hamlets Branch, 
PO Box 300 


London E2 7BZ. 


£1 each plus 25p 
p&p. No p&p 
charge for orders 
of 10 or over. 


BNP 


government and citizenship). 

Tyndall Speaks IV: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on “The way to full employment’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘The racial time-bomb’ (A thorough 
demolition of the multi-racialist point of view and a 
warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if the 
multi-racial experiment is not ended). 


Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 26p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH B.N.P. 
(Orders with cash to 9 Johnson Place, 
Norwich NR2 2SA) 


BNP self-adhesive stickers, beer mats, 
ball pens, coffee mugs, etc. 

BNP stickers with slogans:- 

(1) Hang convicted terrorist murderers; (2) Boycott 
the boycott: buy South African; (3) Put Britons first: 
end positive discrimination for aliens; (4) Stop the 
riots — peace through repatriation; (5) Smash the 
IRA — Keep Uister British; (6) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (7) Our country — love it or. 
lose it! (8) Every vote counts — Vote British National 
Party. Stickers are all self-adhesive, with party logo, 
name and address. 


. Prices (incl. postage): £3.50 for 250; £6.50 for 500: 


£12.50 for 1,000. | 
Three-colour round stickers with BNP logo in red, white 
and blue (self-adhesive). 

Prices (incl. postage): 1.25in diameter £4.25 for 500; 
2.5in diameter £6.25 for 500. | 
Spearhead stickers: 2in-square stickers advertising 
the magazine. 

Prices (incl. postage): £1.19 per 100 or £5 for roll of 
500. ; l 


BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
‘and party name and address in blue on white background. 


Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 


socials. 
: Samples for £1 or packs at: £5/£10/£20 (incl. postage) 


BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 (incl. post) 5 


BNP notepads with party logo printed in red, white and 
blue on each sheet. 7 notepad: £1 plus 26p post; 4 


notepads: £4 plus 90p post. 


BNP ball pens (mixed). All stamped with party name; 25 
for £5. 


ncils (mixed). All stamped with party name. 30 
for £5. 


White china coffee mugs with famous red, white and blue 
BNP logo on front and back. The mugs have a half-pint 
capacity, and fully washable and British-made. 


1-5 mugs at £2.25 each; 6-15 mugs at £2.00 each; 16- 
plus mugs at £1.75 each. Price does not include 
postage — please return postage cost on receipt of your 
parcel. ~ 


. Candour 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: £6.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


Behind the News 
Highly informative newsletter, edited by Ivor Benson. 
‘Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
‘29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 


_ to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1E0, Canada. 


From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp :1740. 
3ehind the News is a must for your reading table. 


The Truth at Last 


‘Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1..Write to: PO Box 1211, 
‘Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. — 
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NEW BUILDING FUND: 
£3,179.00 NEEDED! 


Last month’s totai, in contributions to the New 
Building Fund came to £129.60 — once again a rather 
modest effort after some of the months before. 

Let us hope that we can do much better next month! 


The Fund has been launched to raise money to equip 
and fortify the new premises recently opened up by the 
British National Party in Welling, Kent. 

The Fund has a target of £5,000, and so there is still a 
good way to go if we are to raise this total. Please mark 
all donations ‘New Building Fund’ and post them to: PO 


Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP helps white residents on Isle of Dogs 


British Nationalist 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published | in. 


support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 39p (covering p&p). 
Subscription for 12 issues is £5.00 (British 
Isles) or £6.60 (overseas surface mail). Bulk 
rates are as follows:- | 


10 copies £2.50 + 65p post 
25 copies £5.50 + £2.10 post 
50 copies £10.00 + £2.60 post 
100 copies £17.50 + £3.00 post 
150 copies £25.00 + £3.45 post 
200 copies £30.00 + £3.85 post 
300 copies £42.00 + £5.00 post 
400 copies £55.00 + £5.00 post 
500 copies £65.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £125.00-) by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Please keep orders and enquiries concerning 
British Nationalist totally separate from other 
correspondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 
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CAMPAIGNING FOR WHITES 
Tower Hamlets BNP Organiser Eddy Butler 
pauses outside the Bangladeshis’ house in 


` Manchester Grove, Isle of Dogs, which has 


been ‘specially equipped with a security video 

camera (see top right-hand corner of house). 

Derek Beackon (back to camera) is in fore- 

ground. Local Whites have been victimised for 
opposing these newcomers 


THE HOT DAYS at the end of May saw East 
London British National Party activists 
responding to appeals from local residents in 
one of the last all-white enclaves in the area. 


_ The residents, from the Cubitt Town district of 


the Isle of,Dogs, had signed a petition 
complaining about the housing of a sprawling 
Bangladeshi family in their midst. Tension is 
rising following threats from both the Council 
and the Race Relations Board. Now all but 
one brave family have backed down, and this 
family now faces eviction and persecution. 
BNP activists have received warm support 


' from locals in their campaign on these 


families’ behalf, and this campaign will be 


stepped up in the coming weeks. 


state legislative election. 


JOHN PEACOCK 


` SAYS ‘THANKS!’ 


EAST MIDLANDS British National Party 
Organiser John Peacock has asked us to convey 
his warmest thanks to all those who, in 
response to our appeal, have sent contributions 
towards the repair of his home in Leicester 
after it was firebombed in April. 

So far, Mr. Peacock says, donations have 
totalled £575.00, including some from far-off 
parts of the world. This is a magnificent 
response. Mr. Peacock has acknowledged all 
donations individually but a few have been sent 
by anonymous contributers, and these can only 
be thanked through these columns. 

So far, the total cost of repairs in £750.00, 
with more to come in the future — probably 
rising to about £1,500. John Peacock has not 
asked for any more help, but we think he ought 
to get it. He already spends a great deal of 
money out of his own pocket to finance local 
BNP activities. There is no reason why he 
should have to spend more. 

John Peacock is one of our most dedicated 
and courageous local leaders, and an 
inspiration to all who follow him. Please keep 
sending the money in so that he may be able to 
make good the damage caused by this vicious 
and cowardly attack on his home. 


THE DUKE VICTORY: 


HOW IT WAS ACHIEVED 
(Contd. from page 14) 


Perhaps it was 
improper, or overkill. I can’t deny that.” 

For years. we have heard supporters and 
friends say: “yes, your views are correct, but 
you can’t win elections!’’ David Duke has 


made the breakthrough we have all prayed for 


these. long years. He has proven that the white 
people’s patience has worn out and they will 
no longer tolerate race discrimination against 
our own kind! They want a change and are 
ready to elect pro-white candidates to office. 

Our day has arrived, and the political scene 
will never be the same again in America. 
White men and women are now going to seize 
this new window of opportunity to stand up for 
our kind and run for political office. The future 
indeed belongs to us! 


TO B.N.P. BRANCHES: Remember, -we cannot 


publish activity reports that we do not receive. Don’t 
forget to send them in! 


PUBLIC MEETING 


ASHFORD (Kent) 


Theme:- 
The Common Market is 
ruining Kent 


Speakers will include:- 


JOHN TYNDALL 


j Venue:- 
BOCKHANGER COMMUNITY CENTRE 
ASHFORD 
Saturday, July 29th, 2.30 p.m. 


Organised by the British National Party 


DARLINGTON RALLY TREMENDOUS 


THE DARLINGTON RALLY held by the 


' British National Party on June 10th was one of 
the most successful and spectacular events in 
the history of the party. 

Much publicity had already preceded the 
event after the local Council, bowing before 
pressure from left-wing groups, cancelled the 
BNP’s booking of a room in the Dolphin 
Centre, in the middle of the town. The BNP 
announced that it would nevertheless still be 
coming to Darlington to hold its meeting at a 
new venue that would be kept secret until the 
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last moment. 
An advance party arrived in the town centre 


at mid-day and proceeded to publicise the 
' coming rally with leaflets and with a quick 
impromptu meeting, addressed from the top of 


a wall by Eddy Morrison. This, together with 
noisy opposition that had assembled nearby, 
created tremendous interest among local 
people, particularly the young. At one point in 
the proceedings, the local youngsters, 
incensed by the provocation of the opposition, 
turned on it and put it to flight for a time. 


FRIENDS 
A detachment 
of BNP supp- 
orters, mostly 

from Dews- 
bury (Yorks), 
assemble with 
theif banner at 

Darlington 


ENEMIES 

A section of 
the red rabble 
which turned 
up to oppose 
the BNP at 
Darlington 


SUCCESS 


When the London party arrived in the town, 
the sight greeting it was spectacular. Instead of 
the expected 50-odd BNP members, there was 
a crowd of nearly 200. The first thought was ~ 
that the majority must be opponents, but a 

Contd. overleaf 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 

` organised into active units extending over most 
of the areas of the United Kingdom. Below we 
give a list of the main units:- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JEF 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 3BU 


SUFFOLK 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


LEICESTER 
‘PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


LEEDS & BRADFORD 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 
WAKEFIELD 

PO Box 101, Wakefield WF2 9XY 


DONCASTER 
PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 


SHEFFIELD 

PO Box 44, Sheffield S1 1ES 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 
_ PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL , 


The BNP also has units in Gloucestershire, 
Hertfordshire, Bedford, Cambridge, Brierley — 
Hill (West Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, Notting- 
ham, North Nottinghamshire, Bolton & Bury, 


Warrington, Blackburn, Blackpool, Hull; 

Halifax, Dewsbury, Sunderland and ee If 
you want to make contact with any of these 
units, or start a new unit, please write to BNP 
Head Office at PO Box 197, Welling, Kent 


DA16 3DW. 


Page nineteen 


DARLINGTON (Contd. from prev. page) ee 


closer look revealed that nearly all looked 
much too clean and tidy to be left-wingers. The 
crowd in fact comprised those people whose 
sympathy for the BNP had been aroused by 
press publicity and by the lightning publicity 
campaign that had just taken place in the town 
centre. 

It was something of a misfortune that the 
venue of the rally was more than three miles 
away on the edge of the town — otherwise 
perhaps 150-200 would have attended. As it 
was, the rally attracted an audience of slightly 
over 100. We have been subsequently 
informed that many of the local youths, 
instead of coming to hear political speeches, 
preferred to use the time chasing the reds out 
of town! 

The atmosphere at the rally in the afternoon 
was electric. The crowd listened to speeches 
by Eddy Morrison, Richard Edmonds and 
John Tyndall, with George Shellito in the 
chair. The meeting ended in tremendous 
enthusiasm, and the collection raised £224. 

The local publicity, both before and 
particularly after the day’s events, was 
fantastic in its volume. The occasion 
dominated the front page of the Sunday Sun, a 
Thomson paper that serves the whole of the 
North of England. The BNP occupied a whole 
page of the Northern Echo, which circulates all 
over the North East of England, and two 
whole pages in the Darlington Evening 
Gazette, a local paper. Much of the reporting 
was snide and inaccurate, with the Sunday Sun 
stooping to the lying allegation that BNP 
members were smoking cannabis during the 
meeting. The sheer volume of the reporting, 
however, was spectacular. The BNP was the 
talking point of Darlington and much of the 
North East in the following week. 

Many enquiries about membership have 
been received following this event, and 
already new recruits have started to come in. 
All in all, a tremendous day. Congratulations 
to Darlington BNP for its part in the success! 


HISTORICAL RECORDINGS: History thrill- 
ingly repeats itself with our selection of original 
recordings from Germany, Italy and 
elsewhere in Europe. Songs, marches, 
famous speeches, documentaries. Sample 
cassette £2.50. Catalogue free. From: 
Gladiator (RSP), 15 Bradford Street, Chester 
CH4 7DE. 


The crowd in the picture above includes many ordinary Darlington folk, mostly youngsters, who 

had previously had no contact with the BNP. They gathered in the town centre after the party’s 

Open-air warm-up meeting and publicity drive which preceded the main rally in the afternoon, 

and they are shown here proceeding to the latter event. The lower picture shows John Tyndall 
addressing the main rally 


Soa ees: 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 30p for information pack to:- 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to 01 316 4721) 
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